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Monday,  December  6th,  1830,  at  2  o'clock,  P.  M.  The  parties  and 
counsel  appeared  as  before.  Mr.  Price  for  complainant,  and  Stacy  De- 
cow.     Mr.  Sloan  for  Joseph  Hendrickson. 

Examination  of  witnesses  continued.  ^  fQ 

Cephas  Ross,  of  Bucks  county,  Pennsylvania,  a  witness  produced  onC#  Av< 
the  part  of  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  alleging  himself  to  he  ^ 
conscientiously  scrupulous  of  taking  an  oath,  and  being  duly  affirmed 
according  to  law,  on  his  solemn  affirmation  declareth  and  saith,  as  fol- 
lows: viz. 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.     What  is  your  age? 

A.  Fifty-five  years — I  am  in  my  fifty-sixth. 

Q.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends? 

A.  Yes.  I  had  a  birthright  among  Friends,  and  have  always  retained 
that  right. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Philadelphia  in  Fourth- 
month,  1837,  as  a  representative  from  Bucks  Quarter? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Please  to  state  what  took  place  at  the  meeting  of  the  representa- 
tives, in  respect  to  the  nomination  of  a  clerk  fbr  that  Yearly  Meeting. 

A.  After  the  first  session  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  the  representativei 
from  the  different  Quarterly  Meetings  convened  in  Arch  street  meeting 
house,  to  agree  on  the  nomination  of  a  clerk  to  serve  the  meeting  the 
ensuing  year.  After  some  time  given,  when  it  was  considered  that  all 
the  representatives  attending  the  Yearly  Meeting  from  the  different 
Quarters  were  present,  John  Comly's  name  was  offered  to  be  put  on 
nomination  for  that  service.  Directly  afterwards,  Samuel  Bettle's  name 
was  mentioned  for  the  same  service.  There  was  some  little  altercation 
on  the  subject  of  taking  the  sense  of  the  meeting  on  these  names,  or  on 
which  name  the  sense  of  the  meeting  should  be  taken  first— -eventually 
it  was  agreed  to  take  the  sense  of  the  representatives  on  the  name  of 
John  Comly  fireU  From  the  observation  I  made,  I  concluded  that 
there  were  about  two-thirds  of  the  representatives  in  favour  of  John 


Comly.  Some  persons  observed  that  John  Comly  was  nominated,  justly 
nominated,  for  clerks-others,  who  were  opposed  to  it,  did  not  consider 
him  so,  and  gave  as  their  reasons  for  it,  that  the  weightier  part  of  the 
representatives  were  opposed  to  his  nomination.  In  reply,  those  on  the 
part  of  John  Comly  replied,  that  there  was  a  very  large  majority  who 
had  agreed  to  place  his  name  on  nomination;  and  that  we  had  no  possi- 
ble means  to  judp^e  of  the  weight  of  any  individual  member  of  the  re- 
presentative committee,  (as  we  considered  it,) — that  we  were  sent  there 
to  act  for  our  different  Quarterly  Meetings,  and  that  we  all  stood  on 
equal  ground.  In  reply,  it  was  stated,  that  it  had  always  been  the  prac- 
tice to  go  by  weight  in  our  decisions.  It  was  very  positively  contradicted. 
Then  those  who  were  opposed  to  John  Comly  contended,  that  we  had 
no  proof  that  there  was  a  majority  in  favour  of  his  being  placed  on  no- 
mination. It  was  then  proposed,  that  some  Friend  should  go  to  the 
table,  and  take  down  the  names  of  those  who  were  in  favour  of  John 
Comly.  From  the  manners  of  some  elderly  people  there,  it  appeared 
that  any  that  was  capable  of  performing  that  service,  was  intimidated 
from  going  forward  to  the  table  to  perform  that  service. 

It  was  then  proposed  to  divide,  those  in  favour  of  John  Comly  on  one 
side  of  the  passage,  and  those  in  favour  of  Samuel  Settle  on  the  other. 
There  were  several  Friends  rose  and  protested  against  the  measure,  and 
declared,  that  if  there  were  any  attempts  made  of  that  kind,  they  would 
go  out  of  the  house,  and  would  not  stay  in  it.  Abraham  Lower  then 
rose  in  vindication  of  the  measure,  and  was  repeatedly  ordered  down 
by  Thomas  Wistar,  and  some  others^— (Thomas  Wistar  I  well  recollect, 
and  there  were  one  or  two  others,) — in  a  very  stem  manner;  Abraham 
several  times  requested  them  to  be  quiet,  and  let  him  go  through  his 
observations.  Thomas  Wistar  said,  that  such  a  procedure  was  scandal- 
ous and  outrageous,  and  would  be  a  disgrace  to  the  society;  and  that 
he  might  be  ashamed  of  himself  to  make  such  a  proposition^-^a  man 
that  pretended  to  preach  the  gospel!  After  Abraham  sat  down,  there 
was  another  proposition  for  some  person  to  go  to  the  table,  and  to  take 
down  the  names  of  those  who  were  in  favour  of  John  Comly.  Thoso 
opposed  to  John  Comly,  again  declared,  that  if  there  was  any  measure 
of  that  kind  gone  into,  they  would  leave  the  house.  Marden  Wilson, 
of  Bucks  Quarter,  drew  to  the  table,  and  Abraham  Lower  to  assist  him. 
They  were  followed  by  fifteen  or  twenty  of  the  representatives.  Those 
who  had  given  threats  of  leaving  the  house,  then  went  towards  the  door, 
and  some  went  out.  By  opening  the  door, the  people  in  the  yard,  to  a  con- 
siderable number, rushed  in  at  it  Finding  that  there  would  be  a  difRculty 
in  doing  any  thing  at  that  time,  there  was  a  proposition  made  for  the 
representatives  to  adjourn  until  8  o'clock  that  evening.     This  was  ob- 

1'ected  to,  on  account  of  the  age  of  some  of  the  members  of  that  body, 
t  was  then  proposed  to  adjourn  until  8  o'clock  the  next  morning,  which 
was  agreed  to  by  a  number  that  were  then  present  at  the  table — those 
from  the  table  had  no  knowledge  of  it,  I  believe*— and  that  those  repre- 
sentatives present,  were  to  give  information  to  those  that  were  not.  It 
was  done  in  a  good  deal  of  haste  and  confusion.  This  conclusion  was, 
because  the  people  were  rushing  into  the  house.  I  then  left  the  house. 
After  returning,  and  the  meeting  being  pretty  well  settled,  John  Cox,  (a 
person  who  they  informed  me  was  John  Cox,)  an  elderly,  pious,  goodly 
old  man,  I  believe,  rose  and  reported,  that  the  representatives  could 
not  agrcct  and  stated  in  efFcct  that  he  was  authorized  so  to  report.   Some 


person  fgot  up  and  objected— denied  his  having  any  such  authority.  I 
then  got  ui>,  and  stated  what  had  transpired  at  the  table,  previous  to  the 
convening  of  the  people  at  that  session  of  the  meeting,  and  that  John 
Cox  was  present  at  this  conclusion,  and  had  agreed  to  it;  that  I  again 
gave  iny  opinion  of  his  piety,  and  attributed  his  error  to  his  old  age, 
and  the  confusion  in  which  the  business  was  conducted.  A  person, 
whose  name  I  was  told  was  Thomas  Stewardson,  (he  was  a  stranger  to 
me— I  did  not  know  the  man,)  who,  I  believe,  had  left  the  house  before 
the  conclusion  was  come  to  at  the  table,  as  I  have  related,  rose  and 
charged  me  with  insolence,  and  with  uttering  a  positive  falsehood.  I 
rose  again  to  reply,  and  was  ordered  down  by  a  person  of  the  name  of 
John  Comfort,  of  Bucks  Quarter,  asking  me  if  I  was'nt  ashamed  of 
myself— did'nt  I  see  there  was  a  person  up.  I  replied,  I  did,  and  he 
might  speak  when  I  had  done.  Samuel  Bettle's  name  was  then  offered 
to  the  meeting  as  clerk.  There  was  no  person  speaking  when  I  rose  to 
reply;  and  it  was  not  until  after  I  had  begun  to  speak,  that  I  saw  any 
person  up.     Before  I  had  done,  there  was,  perhaps,  a  dozen  up. 

Samuel  Bettle's  nomination  to  serve  the  meeting  as  clerk,  was  object- 
ed to,  and  the  right  of  the  representatives  vindicated  to  fix  on  a  clerk 
to  serve  that  meeting.  A  scene  of  confusion  ensued,  perhaps  to  equal 
any  assemblage  of  people,  under  any  circumstances:  and  one  who  was 
opposed  to  the  nomination  of  John  Comly,  and  who  sat  pretty  well  back 
in  the  meeting  house*— it  would  be  right  to  give  his  name,  likely — it  was 
Charles  Shaw— told  me  that  there  were  as  many  as  five  hundred  persons 
on  their  feet  at  one  time.  I  don*t  think  I  ever  observed  one-tenth  that 
aiimbert  myself. 

Samuel  Bettle  was  appointed  as  clerk,  notwithstanding  there  appeared 
to  me  two  to  one  opposed  to  it,  of  the  members  present. 

Q.  Did  you  yourself  speak  to  John  Cox  upon  the  subject  of  another 
meeting  of  the  representatives? 

Am  I  did.  I  drew  very  near  to  him,  and  I  thought  from  his  manners 
that  he  had  a  disposition  to  reconcile  the  parties.  He  appeared  ex- 
tremely tried. 

Q.  Was  that  at  the  table? 

A.  Yes,  it  was  at  the  table.  The  first  I  spoke  to  him  was  at  the  table. 

Q«  Did  he  seem  to  assent  to  your  meeting  the  next  morning,  to  con- 
tinoe  your -deliberations  on  the  subject  of  the  nomination  of  a  clerk? 

A.  He  did. 

Q.  Was  there  any  proposition  made  in  that  body  afterwards? 

A.  There  was  not,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  you  remain  until  the  meeting  of  the  representatives  was  bro- 
ken ttp9  by  the  gathering  of  the  afternoon  meeting? 

A.  Yes.  It  was  recommended  by  those  who  were  opposed  to  Samuel 
Bettle's  acting  as  clerk,  under  the  circumstances  by  which  he  was  ap- 
pointed, to  withdraw  themselves  from  the  concerns  of  the  then  pretend- 
ed Yearly  Meeting,  as  they  considered  it  as  improperly  gone  into. 

Q.  You  are  speaking  now  of  a  period  subsequent  to  the  breaking  up 
of  the  meeting  of  the  representatives? 

A.  Yes.  In  the  afternoon  the  proposition  was  made  by  some  person, 
that  those  w1k>  were  opposed  to  Samuel  Bettle's  acting,  as  I  have  stated, 
should  withdraw  themselves  from  the  concerns  of  the  meeting;  and  I 
think  there  were  but  a  few  Friends  that  (excepting  in  two  or  three  in- 
stances) took  any  part  in  the  deliberations  of  that  meeting,  while  I 


• 

stayed.  One  subject  I  particularly  rememberi  that  enlisted  their  feel- 
ings pretty  generally.  The  Yearly  Meeting  of  North  Carolina  had  so- 
licited! by  means  of  some  communication  or  other,  I  don't  recollect 
whatf  noWy  for  some  aid  to  enable  them  to  rescue  some  Africans  in  that 
state  from  losing  their  freedom.  I  think  the  law  of  that  state  was 
about  to  take  their  freedom  from  them,  somehow.  The  meeting  took 
the  subject  under  consideration,  and  acted  on  it,  and  agreed  to  raise  a 
certain  sum* 

Q.  On  what  day  of  the  week  did  you  leave  the  meeting? 

A.  On  Sixth-day  evening  it  was  represented  in  the  meeting,  I  think, 
by  Samuel  Bettle,  that  there  would  be  no  further  business  of  importance 
that  would  be  likely  to  come  before  the  meeting,  or  at  least,  that  was 
my  understanding.  Therefore,  I  left  the  city  in  the  mornings— on  Se- 
venth-day morning. 

Q.  Was  that  meeting,  so  far  as  you  observed,  conducted  in  the  usual 
order  of  Society? 

A.  The  fore  part  of  the  meeting  was  a  scene  of  confusion.  After  a 
number  of  Friends  had  come  to  the  conclusion,  that  the  whole  proce- 
dure was  incorrect,  and  had  left  it  to  the  management  of  a  few,  I  think 
there  was  very  little  disorder,  except  in  one  or  two  instances.  One  I 
recollect  was,  after  some  woman  had  spoken,  that  came  in  from  the 
women's  meeting— *she  had  used  a  great  deal  of  severity,  and  some  very 
heavy  charges  against  members  of  the  meeting— -a  person  rose,  and 
said  that  he  felt  a  freedom  to  give  the  dear  sister  some  advice,  and  ad- 
vised her  **to  resist  the  devil,  and  he  would  flee  from  her."  I  believe 
that's  all  that  I  remember. 

Q.  After  the  number  of  Friends,  of  whom  you  speak,  as  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  whole  proceedings  were  Incorrect,  did  they  generally 
look  on  as  spectators,  as  having  little  or  nothing  to  do  with  what  the  few 
were  transacting? 

A.  It  is  a  question  that  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  mc  to  answer. 
It  was  the  first  time  I  had  ever  attended  a  Yearly  Meeting  in  Philadel- 
phia—Whence, a  great  proportion  of  that  meeting  were  strangers  to  me 
•^but  as  far  as  my  observation  would  carry  me,  there  appeared  a  small 
portion  of  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  proceedings,  that  appeared  to 
take  any  part  in  the  business  of  the  meeting,  except  in  two  or  three  in- 
stances, as  I  before  observed. 

Q.  Did  the  representatives  from  Bucks  Quarter  report  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  Yearly  Meeting  to  have  been  irregular  and  disorderly,  and 
without  validity? 

A.  Twenty  out  of  twenty-four  of  the  representatives  from  that  Quar- 
ter drew  up  something  to  that  effect,  and  signed  it,  and  presented  it  to 
the  Quarterly  Meeting,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  in  Eighth-month  following, 
which  was  duly  considered  by  that  meeting,  and  minuted  on  their  book 
of  records,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  they  recommend  that  the  contribution  of  that  Quarterly  Meet- 
ing, towards  the  relief  of  the  coloured  persons  in  North  Carolina,  should 
be  made  unofficially,  and  without  recognising  the  Yearly  Meeting  as  a 
valid  one? 

A.  I  am  not  certain  I  understand  that  question,  so  as  to  answer  it 
satisfactorily;  I  will  answer  it  in  my  own  way,  which  probably  will  be 
best:  when  this  subject  was  brought  before  our  Quarterly  Meeting,  it 
was  done  under  the  influence  of  sympathetic  feeling  towards  those  Afri- 


canS|  and  not  on  account  of  any  procedure  in  the  Yearly  Meetings— 
though  it  was  rather  urged  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  by  some  Friends^ 
that  owing  to  the  active  part  that  was  generally  taken  in  the  decision  of 
the  pretended  Yearly  Meeting,  that  for  consistency's  sake,  we  ought  to 
take  notice  of  it,  under  that  head. 

Adjourned  until  ten  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Tuesday  morning,  December  7,  1830,  at  10  o'clock.  The  parties  and 
counsel  present,  as  yesterday.     Examination  of  Cephas  Ross  continued. 

Question  by  Mr.  Price,  Was  the  reference  in  your  last  answer,  to  an 
aciiue  part  having  been  taken  in  the  decision  of  the  Yearly  Meetingt  ^^ 
relation  only  to  that  matter  of  contribution  ? 

Answer.  That  only. 

Q.  When  fifteen  or  twenty  representatives  drew  to  the  table,  in  re- 
spect to  drawing  up  a  .paper  to  propose  John  Comly  as  clerk;  about 
how  many  representatives  were  there  still  remaining  in  the  house? 

A.  I  think  there  were,  from  appearances,  one  hundred  or  more. 

Q.  By  whom  was  Samuel  Bettle  appointed  clerk? 

A.  As  I  have  before  observed,  the  members  of  that  meeting  were 
generally  strangers  to  me — but  some  of  the  most  active,  were  those 
that  I  recognised  as  representatives,  who  had  opposed  John  Comly's 
nomination. 

Q.  Who  made  the  minute  of  his  appointment  ? 

A.  Samuel  Bettle  himself.  He  made  a  minute,  and  rose  and  read  it. 
A  number  of  Friends  immediately  protested  against  it. 

Q«  Had  the  Bucks  Quarter  double  its  usual  number  of  representatives 
that  year?  . 

A.  They  had  before  sent  threCf  and-that  year  they  sent  fourf  for  each 
Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Had  the  Orthodox  party  their  full  proportion  in  that  representa- 
tion ? 

A.  At  the  time  they  were  appointed,  I  knew  of  no  such  appellation 
as  *•  the  Orthodox"  When  we  convened  to  draw  up  a  report  to  the 
Quarterly  Meeting,  there  was  a  division  took  place  amongst  us,  three  of 
which,  who  have  since  joined  that  party,  would  not  sign  the  report;  one 
who  has  since  united  himself  with  Friends,  also  declined. 

Q.  Did  you  understand,  that  the  increase  of  the  representatives  was 
with  any  view  to  produce  a  change  of  the  clerk  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  ? 

A.  At  the  time  of  the  increase  being  made,  I  heard  of  no  such  thing. 

Q.  Was  what  is  called  the  Yearly  Meeting's  committee,  acknow- 
ledged as  having  been  regularly  appointed,  when  they  visited  Bucks 
Quarter  ? 

A.  I  think  not«  by  nineteen-twentieths  of  its  members  who  were  then 
assembled.  At  the  time  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Fifth-month,  fol- 
lowing the  Yearly  Meeting,  1827,  there  were  very  few  Friends  of  the 
afterwards  Orthodox  party  that  said  any  thing  on  the  subject— the  claim 
of  the  con^mittee  being  received  by  our  Quarterly  Meeting,  was  urged 
by  those  who  said  they  were  of  that  committee. 

Q.  Did  the  conduct  of  that  committee  seem  to  be  in  the  usual  order 
of  society? 

A.  Some  of  that  committee  were  extremely  harsh  in  their  charges 
against*  Friends,  branding  them  as  rebels,  and  so  forth,  in  refusing  to 
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receive  them  as  the  Yearly  Meeting's  committee,  and  refusing  to  read 
the  extracts  that -were  offered. 

Q.  Was  there  a  secession  from  that  Quarterly  Meeting  of  those  since 
called  Orthodox  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect,  as  to  the  meeting  spoken  of  in  Fifth-month. 

Q.  Was  there  in  Eighth-month  ? 

A.  There  was.  Friends  convened  as  usual  to  hold  their  Quarterly 
Meeting.  Those  who  represented  themselves  as  the  Yearly  Meeting's 
committee  also  attended — some  of  those,  I  should  say— and  the  Ortho- 
dox party  generally,  attended  the  same  meeting,  and  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  strangers — several  strangers  also,  who  appeared  also  to  be  of 
that  party,  they  interfered  in  nearly  all,  if  not  all  the  business  that  came 
before  the  meeting — they  were  extremely  rash  in  their  observations,  on 
the  subject  of  business  before  the  meeting.  All  taking  part— those  who 
represented  themselves  as  the  Yearly  Meeting's  committee,  notwith- 
standing they  had  not  been  received  by  the  Quarter,  as  far  as  it  appeared 
to  me.  After  our  meeting  had  closed  its  business,  an  Orthodox  minis- 
ter rose,  and  requested  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  proceedings  of 
that  day,  to  stop  at  the  rise  of  the  meeting.  Some  Friend  or  Friends 
objected  to  leaving  the  meeting  house  to  them.  He  then  stated,  that 
they  had  no  object  in  view  but  a  friendly  conference.  With  that,  Friends 
withdrew,  and  left  the  meeting  house,  with  a  very  few  exceptions;  there 
were  some  remained,  I  think.  They  (the  Orthodox)  immediately  pro- 
ceeded to  organize  a  Quarterly  Meeting  by  appointing  a  clerk;  what  bu- 
siness they  did,  I  don't  know;  as  there  were  some  of  the  representatives 
from  the  different  Monthly  Meetings  that  stopped  with  them,  as  far  as 
my  knowledge  extends.  They  then  adjourned  to  the  next  day,  when 
they  proceeded  to  appoint  a  committee  to  visit  the  Monthly  Meetings 
belonging  to  that  Quarter.  This  information  I  had  from  one  of  their 
party,  an  Orthodox  member. 

Q.  According  to  your  observation,  in  about  what  proportion  as  to 
numbers,  are  the  Orthodox  to  Friends,  within  the  limits  of  Bucks  Quar* 
ter? 

A.  It  was  recommended  to  the  different  Monthly  Meetings,  either 
officially  or  otherwise,  I  do  not  recollect,  to  go  into  an  enumeration  of 
their  different  meetings,  as  to  the  numbers  of  each  party.  I  assisted 
in  the  business  of  our  Monthly  Meeting  and  Preparative  Meeting,  and 
as  near  as  I  can  recollect,  when  all  our  numbers  from  the  different  Month- 
ly Meetings  were  added  up,  there  were  /ive-aixths  Friends,  and  one-sixth 
Orthodox. 

Q.  Have  this  smaller  party  undertaken  to  disown  those  of  the  larger 
party? 

A.  They  have. 

Q.  Do  Friends  consider  such  disownments  as  of  any  validity? 

A.  They  do  not. 

Q.  Have  Friends  kept  up  all  their  meetings,  within  the  limits  of  that 
Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  I  know  of  no  instance  where  they  have  not. 

Q.  Has  the  Orthodox  party  sustained  meetings  at  all  the  usual  places? 

A.  In  some  instances,  I  think  they  have;  perhaps,  not  more  than  one 
instance.  They  have  varied  the  times  of  holding  them^  and  in  not  more 
than  one  instance,  I  think,  have  they  sustained  them  as  to  the  place,  but 
varied  the  time  as  to  that  place. 
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Q.  Are  these  meetingSy  in  all  instances,  by  minorities  of  the  whole 
bodies  of  what  had  previously  constituted  the  meetings? 

A.  I  believe  so,  in  every  instance. 

Q.  Do  those  of  the  larger  division  acknowledge  them  as  regular 
meetings? 

A.  They  may  acknowledge  them  as  regular  Ortliodox  meetings,  but 
not  as  regular  meetings  of  Friends. 

[The  testimony  being  read  over  to  the  witnes  she  explains] — When  re- 
lating the  transactions  of  the  body  of  representatives,  in  relation  to  the 
nomination  of  a  clerk}  and  when  speaking  of  the  proposition  made  for 
some  person  to  go  to  the  table  and  take  down  the  names  of  those  who 
were  in  favour  of  John  Comly,  after  Abraham  Lower  had  been  ordered 
down  by  Thomas  Wistar,  I  should  have  said,  that  the  proposition  went 
so  far  as  to  the  drawing  up  of  a  report  on  the  subject. 

Again,  in  my  answer  to  the  last  question  but  two,  respecting  the 
meetings  of  the  Orthodox  party,  I  should  have  said  further,  that  in  the 
one  instance,  where  they  have  sustained  meetings  at  the  usual  place, 
but  varied  the  time,  they  have  also  varied  the  place  as  regards  their 
meetings  for  worship  on  First-day;  as  they  hold  that  meeting  somewhere 
else. 

And  again,  whenever  I  have  spoken  of  the  meetings  of  the  Orthodox 
party^  and  of  their  proceedings  in  such  meetings,  I  have  spoken  from 
report}  and  not  from  my  own  knowledge  or  observation. 

And  the  said  Cephas  Ross  being  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Joseph 
Hcndrickson,  further  afHrms,  as  follows,  viz: 

Question  by  Mr.  Sloan,  How  long  prior  to  the  year  18'>27,  had  you 
been  in  the  habit  of  attending  the  meetings  for  discipline  of  the  society, 
and  taking  an  active  part  in  their  proceedings? 

Answer.  I  think  I  commenced  taking  an  active  part,  about  seven  or 
eight  years  previous  to  that  date. 

Q.  Had  you  been  under  any  appointment  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting, 
before  you  were  sent  as  a  representative  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  that 
year? 

A-  I  think  I  had. 

Q.  When,  and  on  what  occasions? 

A.  Why,  that  I  can't  recollect.  I  was  appointed  a  representative 
from  the  Monthly  Meeting  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  previous  to  that 
date. 

Q.  My  question  was  not  whether  you  had  been  under  appointment  to 
the  Quarterly  Meeting,  but  whether  you  had  ever  been  appointed  by  the 
Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  That  I  cannot  recollect. 

Q.  For  what  reason  were  the  representatives  to  the  Yearly  Meeting 
of  1827,  increased,  by  the  Bucks  Quarter? 

A.  There  was  a  proposition  got  up  in  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting  to 
alter  the  disciplihc  relative  to  the  reappointment  of  the  members  of  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings,  I  think,  and  elders;  so  as  to  make  it  obligatory 
on  the  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meetings  to  appoint  them  at  limited  pe- 
riods, or  to  renew  the  appointment  of  them  at  limited  periods.  It  was 
considered  a  subject  of  great  interest  to  the  society.  This  increase  of 
representatives  was  proposed.  It  was  strenuously  objected  to  on  the 
account  of  those  meetings  already  having  that  power.     The  advocates 
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of  the  measure  contended,  that  through  delicacy,  members  of  those  bodies  ' 
were  continued  till  they  had  become  an  incumbrance  on  the  society ;  and 
should  there  be  a  rule  of  discipline,  made  as  it  is  in  the  case  of  clerks, 
so  as  to  make  it  obligatory  on  those  meetings,  that  that  delicacy  would 
be  removed.     This  is  the  only  reason  I  heard  assigned  by  Friends* 

Q.  How  was  the  increase  of  representatives  intended  to  promote  that 
object? 

A.  'That's  a  question  I  never  understood. 

Q.>  In  transacting  the  general  business  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  have 
the  representatives  any  higher,  or  greater  authority  than  any  other  se- 
rious Friends  who  take  a  part  in  it? 

A.  I  know  of  no  particular  duty  especially  assigned  them,  but  that  of 
their  appointing  the  clerk  and  his  assistant. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  at  the  time  of  the  appointment  of  their  re- 
presentaUves,  you  did  not  hear  that  it  was  with  a  view  to  produce  a 
change  of  the  clerk;  did  you  hear  that  at  any  other  time,  before  that 
Yearly  Meeting  assembled? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  I  understand  you,  that  prior  to  that  time,  Bucks  Quarter  had 
sent  three  representatives,  from  each  Monthly  Meeting? 

A.  As  far  as  my  knowledge  extends  it  did  so. 

Q.  How  far  does  that  knowledge  extend? 

A.  Why  that  I  cannot  tell;  any  farther  than  that  they  had  done  so  be- 
fore. 

Q.  From  your  own  knowledge,  will  you  undertake  to  say,  that  they 
had  ever  before  that  time  sent  three  representatives  from  each  Monthly 
Meeting? 

A.  The  Quarterly  Meeting,  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  each 
year,  was  held  in  Second-month,  >when  the  roads  were  extremely  bad, 
most  generally;  my  situation  was  such,  that  I  had  no  convenient  way  to 
get  to  that  meeting  without  going  on  foot ;  and  I  am  not  certain  that  I 
ever  attended  more  than  one  or  two  Quarterly  Meetings  at  that  place, 
previous  to  the  year  spoken  of,— at  those  meeUng^  I  have  no  recollec- 
tion of  the  transaction  of  business  whatever.  But  I  think  from  the  for- 
mer minutes  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  being  read  at  the  next  Quarter 
following,  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  other  impression  than  that  there 
were  three  representatives. 

Q.  Did  you  mean  to  say,  that  you  have  a  recollection  that  by  those 
minutes  three  had  been  appointed  previously? 

A.  No;  I  mean  to  say  that  it  has  always  been  my  impression  that  that 
was  the  number;  and  I  don't  recollect  any  thing  to  the  contrary  ever 
being  said  by  any  of  those  who  now  stand  opposed  to  us.  But  do  know 
that  they  have  since  the  division  admitted  that  number;  some  of  them 
have. 

Q.  By  whom,  and  when  was  that  admission  made? 

A.  There  were  two  persons  at  my  house;  one  of  the  name  of  Charles 
Shaw,  and  the  other  John  Michenor,  had  a  conversation  on  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  and  the  appointment  of  the  re- 
presentatives preceding  that  meeting,— the  same  charge  was  alleged  by 
them ;  I  reasoned  with  them  as  to  the  impropriety  of  such  a  charge,  and 
they  eventually,  one  or  both  of  them,  acknowledged  their  error;  I  don't 
know  any  further  in  answer  to  the  question. 

Q.  Do  you  state  the  nature  of  the  proposition  made  by  that  Quarter 
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to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  relative  to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  and  elders, 
as  the  impressions  received  by  you,  of  their  character,  or  as  being  the 
propositions  that  were  made  to  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  Of  the  proposition  from  Bucks  Quarter,  relative  to  elders,  I  have 
already  stated  the  discussion  that  took  place  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Q«  Of  how  many  Monthly  Meetings  did  Bucks  Quarter  consist? 

A.  Six,  I  believe. 

Q.  Why  did  a  portion  of  those  representatives  decline  signing  the 
report  to  the  Quarter  of  which  you  have  spoken  ? 

A*  I  know  not.  The  only  reason  which  I  heard  assigned  was,  from 
the  one  who  since  has  joined  Friends,  (or  who  has  not  left  them,)  and 
was,  that  he  felt  tried  to  act  in  any  way. 

Q.  Were  the  other  three  who  declined  signing  it,  present  at  the  time 
that  >^ort  was  drawn? 

A.  They  were  not,  neither  of  the  four  was  there. 

Q.  Had  they  any  notice  of  the  meeting  of  representatives  that  made 
that  report? 

A*  It  was  stated  at  our  meeting  that  they  all  had  notice. 

Q.  I  ask  you  a  plain  question,— had  they,  to  your  knowledge,  any  no- 
tice of  it? 

A.  Not  to  my  personal  knowledge. 

Q.  When  it  was  stated  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  that  these  Friends 
had  had  notice  of  the  preparation  of  that  report,  did  they  deny  that  they 
had  had  any  such  notice? 

A*  I  have  no  recollection  that  it  was  stated  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting 
thai  they  had  notice;  I  spoke  of  the  meeting  of  the  representatives. 

Q.  Did  they  deny  that  they  had  had  any  such  notice,  when  the  report 
was  produced  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting?  # 

A*  I  do  not  recollect  that  they  did,  or  did  not ;  but  flky  upbraided 
them,  the  representatives  who  had  signed  it,  with  stating  falsehoods  in 
it;  and  were  joined  by  an  Orthodox  preacher  by  the  name  of  Stephen 
Grellet:  who  ran  into  very  great  extremes  in  denouncing  the  represen- 
tatives who  had  signed  it ;  charging  them  with  telling  that  which  was 
false,  and  cautioning  the  young  men,  Friends,  members,  against  being 
deceived  by  such  an  instrument  of  writing. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  those  three  persons  admit  that  they  had  been 
consulted  on  the  subject  of  that  report? 

A.  I  have  already  answered  that  question.  I  never  heard  them  speak 
on  the  subject  to  my  recollection,  that  is,  the  Mree,-»because  I  have  very 
strong  doubts,  that  while  this  subject  was  in  agitation,  that  either  of 
them  would  have  spoken  to  me  on  any  occasion,  without  an  absolute 
necessity  of  doing  so,  after  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Fifth-month,  1827, 
until  perhaps  within  a  year  or  eighteen  months. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  the  other  person  declined  acting  on  the  subject ; 
before  or  after  making  the  report? 

A.  I  know  of  nothing  of  my  own  knowledge.  He  had  a  brother  who 
was  a  member  of  the^same  committee,  or  who  was  one  of  the  represen- 
tatives, who  stated  at  the  time  the  representatives  met  to  draw  their 
report,  that  his  brother  declined  attending,  owing  to  the  tried  state  of 
his  mind,  as  I  before  stated. 

Q.  Was  that  report  drawn  at  that  meeting,  or  had  it  been  previously 
prepared? 

A.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  ther^  were  two  reports  offered  for  the  consi- 
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deration  of  the  representatives  then  convened ;  on  account  of  some  scru- 
ples expressed  at  signing  it,  there  were  some  alterations  made  in  one  of 
them,  or  a  new  one  drawn,  I  am  not  certain  which,  which  was  signed  as 
before  stated. 

Q.  By  whom  were  those  reports  drawn? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect. 

Q.  Will  you  refer  me  to  that  article  of  the  discipline  of  the  society 
under  which  you  acted  and  derived  your  authority  in  making  that  report? 

A.  No;  I  refer  thee  to  the  report  itself. 

Q.  My  question  was,  will  you  refer  me.  Sec? 

A.  I  refer  you  to  the  discipline,  and  you  may  compare  it  with  what  I 
have  stated.  ^ 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  in  that  discipline  authorizing  a  Quarterly  Meet- 
ing or  its  representatives,  to  review  and  condemn  the  proceedings  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  refer  to  the  discipline  itself. 

Q.  The  witness  will  not  now  understand  me  as  asking  him  to  refer 
me  to  any  particular  part  of  the  discipline,  I  ask  only  whether  there  is 
any  thing  in  the  discipline  authorizing  such  a  proceeding? 

A.  I  think  I  have  no  answer  to  make,  but  to  refer  the  gentleman  to  the 
book  itself  to  draw  his  own  conclusions. 

Q.  Is  it  to  be  found  in  this  article  of  the  discipline,  to  wit,-^[The 
counsel  reads  from  the  discipline  exhibited, page  31,]  ''The  connexion 
and  subordination  of  our  meetings  for  discipline  are  thus — Preparative 
Meetings  are  accountable  to  the  Monthly;  Monthly  to  the  Quarterly;  and 
the  Quarterly  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,"  and  the  subsequent  parts  of  that 
article,  giving  to  each  superior  meeting  a  controlling  power  over  its 
inferior?  # 

A.  As  I  hadifeio  notice  of  being  called  upon  for  to  expound  the  dis- 
cipline, or  any  other  book,  I  am  not  prepared  to  answer  the  question; 
and  therefore  shall  leave  the  task  for  those  who  are,  is  all  the  answer 
that  I  am  able  to  make  to  that  question. 

Q.  Was  any  such  authority  under  the  discipline  shown,  or  pretended 
by  those  who  made  that  report,  at  the  time  of  making  it  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Was  it  not  insisted  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  that  the  report 
was  unauthorized  by,  and  a  violation  of,  the  discipline  and  order  of  the 
society  ? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  the  question  either  way,  positively.  There  was 
so  much  said,  and  all  the  ingenuity  of  the  individuals,  who  were  in  at- 
tendance, racked  to  impede  the  progress  of  the  business  of  the  Quarterly 
Meeting — that  it  might  or  might  not  be  so. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  before  known  an  instance  in  which  a  Quarter  had 
exercised  the  right  of  denouncing  the  proceedings  of  its  Yearly  Meeting, 
in  the  regular  order  of  the  society? 

A.  No»— nor  I  never  have  yet  known  of  such  an  instance. 

Q.  What  was  the  substance  of  that  report  ? 

Kf  I  have  not  the  report  here.  But  I  think  I  have  already  stated  its 
general  tenor,  in  answering  a  question  put  by  the  adverse  counsel. 

Q.  Did  you  not  state,  in  answer  to  that  question^  that  the  represen- 
tatives reported  the  proceedings  of  that  Yearly  Meeting  to  have  been 
"irregular  and  disorderly,  and  without  validity,"  or  that  twenty  out  of 
twenty-four  had  done  so? 
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[The  former  question  alluded  to,  was  read  to  the  witness  at  his  request, 
yrhtn  he  says,]  the  substance  of  my  answer  was,  that  there  was  something 
to  that  effect  drawn  up  and  signed. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  before  known  sucn  a  report  to  be  made  by  the  re- 
presentatives of  a  Quarter? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Under  the  discipline  and  usages  of  the  society,  would  not  such  a 
report  be  considered  as  a  gross  violation  of  the  respect  owed  by  an  in- 
ferior to  its  superior  meeting,  and  subject  it  to  the  censure  of  its  supe* 
rior? 

A.  I  shall  refer  thee  to  the  book  of  discipline,  and  to  the  proceedings 
in  Bucks  Quarter,  previously  stated. 

Q.  Ami  to  understand  the  witness,  that  the  book  of  discipline  is  the 
standard  by  which  the  regularity,  or  irregularity,  of  a  proceeding  in  the 
society  is  to  be  judged? 

A.  I  would  wish  the  counsel  to  understand  me,  in  all  cases  where  the 
discipline  is  called  in  question,  that  I  have  no  other  course  to  pursue 
than  to  recommend  him  to  that  book,  to  draw  his  own  conclusion. 

Q.  I  ask  you  whether  the  discipline  is  the  standard  to  which  the  so- 
ciet]^  have  always  held  themselves  bound  to  submit,  and  to  be  governed 
by  its  provisions  ? 

A*  It  is  a  question  that  I  don't  think  I  am  bound  to  answer,  in  any 
shape  whatever. 

Q*  Do  you  refuse  to  answer,  whether  the  society  have  or  have  not 
considered  themselves  bound  by  the  provisions  contained  in  that  dis- 
cipline? 

A*  I  refuse  to  answer  any  questions,  which  shall  rest  on  the  opinion 
\      of  others,  respecting  any  religious  community.  I  have  my  own  opinions, 
but  they  are  mine;  and,  I  think,  that  there  is  no  law,  either  religious  or 
i      ciTil,  that  has  any  just  right  to  draw  them  from  me. 
t  Q.  Do  you  refuse  to  answer  my  question  ? 

A*  I  have  answered,  I  believe. 

Q.  Is  that  your  only  answer? 

A.  It  is  my  only  answer. 

[noon.  J 

Q.  Were  all  the  representatives  appointed  by  the  Bucks  Quarter  to 
the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  in  favour  of  appointing  John  Comly  as 
clerk^' except  the  three  named  ? 

A.  I  believe  they  were. 

Q.  Were  you  familiar  with  the  usual  order  and  course  of  proceeding 
pursued  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  at  the  time  you  were  sent  as  a  repre- 
sentative for  that  year,  and  for  what  length  of  time  had  you  been  so? 

A.  I  have  before  stated,  that  it  was  the  first  Yearly  Nf  eeiing  I  ever 
attended  in  Philadelphia.  I  had,  in  my  early  part  of  life,  attended  three 
Yearly  Meetings  in  New  Yorkj  but,  of  course,  could  have  very  little 
knowledge  of  the  practice  in  those  meetings,  more  than  what  I  received 
from  information. 

Q.  Did  not  John  Comfort,  one  of  those  who  had  been  in  favour  of 
John  Comly,  state,  in  reply  to  you,  that  John  Cox  had  been  instructed  by 
the  representatives  to  make  the  report  he  did? 

A.  There  are  two  John  Comforts. 

Counsel.  I  speak  of  John  Comfort,  of  the  manor. 
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A.  I  did  not  hear  it,  nor  any  intimation  like  it 

Q.  Was  not  that  alleged,  or  assented  to,  by  some  other  persons  in 
the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  in  consequence,  the  objection  to  his  report 
dropped  ?  * 

A*  I  don't  know  what  is  meant  by  some  others. 

Counsel.  I  mean  by  any  other  persons. 

Witness.  It  was  asserted  by  Aaron  Eastbum,  and  a  partial  statement 
made  by  him  respecting  the  proceedings  of  the  representatives.  I  then 
rose  myself,  and  made  a  full  statement  of  all  the  facts  that  occurred  to 
me  at  that  time.  I  believe  there  was  no  person  contradicted  me  belong- 
ing to  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting;  if  there  was,  I  do  not  recollect  it. 
Joseph  WhitalU  who  said  he  was  one  of  the  Yearly  Meeting's  commit- 
tee, contradicted  me,  and  made  use  of  considerabte  harsh  expressions. 

On  the  question  being  again  referred  to,  and  stated  to  the  witness,  he 
states  that  he  had  misapprehended  the  question,  in  relation  to  having 
heard  it  **  said  in  the  meeting,  ^hat  John  Cox  was  authorized  to  make 
the  report  he  did,"  that  he  supposed  the  question  to  refer  to  Bucks 
Quarterly  Meeting — and  now,  on  finding  that  it  was  the  Yearly  Meeting 
of  1 827,  that  was  named,  he  says,  that  I  heard  it  so  expressed  by  a  num- 
ber, perhaps  as  many  as  three  or  four.  As  I  have  gone  through  the 
circumstances  of  that  Yearly  Meeting  as  far  as  my  recollection  will 
serve  me,  I  shall  refer  in  my  further  answers  to  those  already  made. 

Q.  Did  not  John  Cox  himself  state,  in  reply  to  you,  that  he  under- 
stood the  conclusion  reported  by  him  had  been  come  to  by  the  represen- 
tatives, and  that  he  had  not  before  heard  of  any  such  conclusion  as  an 
adjourned  meeting  ? 

A.  It  strikes  me  that  John  Cox  said  something,  but  I  could  not  un- 
dertake to  say,  that  he  made  any  reply  to  those  who  contradicted  his 
first  report. 

Q.  Did  I  understand  you  just  now,  in  explaining  the  reason  why  you 
misapprehended  my  question,  to  say,  that  your  hearing  is  not  good? 

Witness.  Yes,  I  said  so;  but  I  was  not  through  with  my  answer  re- 
specting John  Cox.  I  believe,  as  soon  as  there  was  a  contradiction  of 
John  Cox,  that  a  scene  of  confusion  ensued  that  would  prevent  a  person 
of  John  Cox's  manners  from  being  distinctly  heard  by  me,  where  I  then 
sat. 

Q.  BeforQ  Abraham  Lower  and  Marden  Wilson  went  to  the  table,  in 
the  meeting  of  representatives,  had  not  John  Cox  been  requested  to  make 
that  report  by  a  number  of  the  representatives? 

A.  There  had  some  three  or  four  persons  of  those  representatives  who 
wished  the  decision  to  go  by  weight,  directed  John  Cox  to  do  so:  but 
from  the  circumstance  of  his  going  to  the  table,  I  am  led  to  believe  that 
he  did  not  consider  that  he  was  instructed  by  the  representatives  then 
convened. 

Q.  Was  that  request  limited  to  three  or  four,  or  made  by  three  or 
four  only? 

A.  There  might  possibly  have  been  twenty;  although  I  do  not  know 
that  I  recollect  of  more  than  three  or  four  who  gave  him  such  instruc- 
tions: and  I  believe  that  the  attempt  made  to  instruct  John  Cox  to  report, 
was  previous  to  the  proposition  for  the  representatives  to  divide  on  each 
side  of  the  passage.  And  when  the  attempt  was  made,  it  was  opposed 
on  the  ground  as  before  stated,  in  part,  that  John  Comly  was  duly  on 
nomination. 
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Q.  Are  you  confident  that  John  Cox  heard  your  proposition  for  an 
adjourned  meeting? 

A.  Fea^  I  am  patitive. 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  him? 

A.  No;  I  never  saw  him  before  that  day,  to  my  knowledge.  From 
John  Cox's  conductf  as  I  before  stated,  throughout  the  whole  scene  of 
confusion  that  took  place,  and  that  not  knowing  or  observing  that  he 
gave  any  decision  on  the  subject,  seeing  him  at  the  table,  I  drew  near 
him,  hoping  through  him  that  there  might  a  reconciliation  take  place; 
after  which  the  circumstance  which  I  have  already  related  before,  took 
place. 

<^  Did  he  assent  to  your  proposition  for  an  adjournment? 

A.  Yes,  he  did:  I  have  already  stated  that  before. 

Q.  Were  you  present  during  the  whole  of  that  sitting  of  the  repre- 
sentatives? 

A.  I  have  already  answered  that  question. 

Counsel.  You  will  be  good  enough  to  answer  it  again. 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  not  leave  the  room  during  the  time? 

A.  I  believe  I  was  not  out  of  the  house  from  the  time  I  entered  it  in 
the  morning,  till  the  people  burst  in  upon  us  by  the  opening  of  the  door 
by  some  within:  if  I  was,  it  has  slipped  my  recollection. 

Q.  What  was  John  Cox  doing  at  the  table  when  you  went  to  him? 

A*  I  believe  the  old  man  was  sitting  on  some  of  the  upper  seats;  and 
the  first  I  observed  of  him,  he  was  standing  in  the  passage  that  led  up 
to  the  first  gallery;  that  is,  after  those  persons  had  fled  from  the  house 
who  had  threatened  to  do  so.  He  was  not  doing  any  thing,  as  I  know 
of,  unless  he  was  talking  to  some  person  near  him.  He  was  the  first 
person  I  spoke  to  when  I  went  near  the  table;  and  I  was  unacquainted, 
I  believe,  with  any  that  was  then  at  the  table,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Was  there  any  body  within  hearing  of  what  passed  between  you 
at  the  Uble? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who? 

A.  That  I  cannot  tell:  as  I  before  said,  I  was  unacquainted  with  any 
present,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Q.  Was  it  the  table  at  which  the  clerk  usually  sat  during  the  meeting 
that  this  took  place? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  the  question  as  asked;  but  it  was  the  table,  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  that  was  on  the  left  hand  of  the  passagi  that 
divides  the  gallery. 

Q.  Was  John  Cox  one  of  the  fifteen  or  twenty  of  which  you  spoke, 
who  went  to  the  table  with  Lower  and  Wilson? 

A.  He  was  one  of  that  number  which  was  around  the  table,  that  I 
referred  to. 

Q.  Did  he  go  with  them? 

A.  That  is  more  than  I  can  tell:  I  have  stated  that  I  observed  him 
standing  there,  and  went  to  him — that  number  collecting  around  the 
table,  situated  as  that  was,  could  not  be  very  close  to  it. 

Q.  Did  he  continue  at  the  table  until  they  were  interrupted  by  persons 
coming  in? 

A.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  I  left  him  in  the  house,  if  not  in  the  situation 
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I  found  him;  as  1  left  it  as  quick  as  possible  after  I  understood  there  was 
something  like  a  'Conclusion  come  to. 

Q.  When  John  Coroly  was  proposed  to  the  meeting  of  representatives, 
was  it  not  stated,  that  as  Samuel  Bettle  had  for  many  years  acceptably 
served  the  meeting  as  clerk,  it  should  be  first  settled  whether  any  change 
should  be  made,  before  other  names  were  proposed? 

A.  I  think  the  representatives  sat  from  some  little  time  after  twelve 
o'clock,  till  likely  after  three.  At  times  there  was  so  much  confusion, 
that  there  was  nothing  done;  at  other  times  there  were  attempts  made 
on  both  sides,  each  endeavouring  to  convince  his  opponent  of  the  pro- 
priety of  the  course  that  he  or  they  were  endeavouring  to  pursue:  and 
I  think  I  recollect  a  great  deal  of  praise  being  bestowed  on  Samuel  Bettle 
for  the  faithful  services  he  had  performed :  the  remainder  part  of  the 
question  I  do  not  recollect.  These  observations  respecting  his  services 
was  made  as  a  reason  why  he  should  again  be  nominated  as  clerk.  I 
don't  recollect  hearing  any  charges  preferred  against  him,  which  were 
calculated  to  injure  him  in  the  least  degree.  But  the  reason  given  by 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  John  Comly,  or  one  of  the  reasons  at  least 
was,  that  he  had  served  the  meeting  so  long,  that  they  thought  it  right 
to  nominate  another  in  his  place. 

Q.  By  whom  was  it  agreed  to  take  the  sense  of  the  meeting  on  the 
nomination  of  John  Comly  JirsiP 

A.  A  great  majority,  or  nine-tenths  of  the  representatives,  perhaps, 
were  strangers  to  me;  for  I  do  not  think  that  I  knew  more  than  half  of 
those,  or  two-thirds,  that  were  representatives  from  Bucks  Quarter,  so 
as  to  have  called  them  by  name.  But  I  recollect  that  Abraham  Lower, 
Thomas  Carey,  Marden  Wilson  and  myself  agreed,  in  conjunction,  as  I 
thought,  with  a  great  majority  of  the  representatives  present;  at  least  I 
know  that  the  question  was  put  on  the  nomination  of  John  Comly  first; 
and  I  do  not  believe,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  that  there  was  any 
question  at  all  taken  on  the  nomination  of  Samuel  Bettle. 

Q.  Did  all  the  representatives  present,  express  themselves  in  favour 
of  one  or  the  other  of  the  candidates? 

A.  It  is  a  question  I  could  not  answer,  as  it  was  impossible  to  ascer* 
tain.  Hence,  the  proposition  to  divide  on  either  side  of  the  passage, 
and  the  proposition  to  go  to  the  table  and  take  down  the  names,  was 
resorted  to,  or  made. 

Q.  By  whom  was  that  proposition  made? 

A.  It  was  made  by  Abraham  Lower,  one  or  the  other  of  them,  and 
perhaps  both ;  and  by  myself;  and  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  by  some  three 
or  four  other  persons,  but  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Were  they  all  those  who  were  friendly  to  the  appointment  of  John 
Comly,  who  made  or  assented  to  that  proposition? 

A.  That  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Were  not  these  propositions  opposed  entirely  on  the  ground,  that 
they  were  contrary  to  the  usages  and  principles  of  the  society,  and  that 
it  would  be  an  innovation  upon  the  rules  adopted  in  all  their  former  pro- 
ceedings? 

A.  There  were  objections  made  to  that  purport,  if  not  word  by  word. 
But  I  do  not  think  that  it  was  the  entire  ground  taken  by  those  who  op- 
posed it:  though  I  cannot  recollect  what  was  said  on  the  subject.  But 
my  present  impression  is,  that  the  ostensible  object  of  the  opposition  was, 
to  prevent  John  Comly  being  placed  on  nomination. 
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Q.  In  answer  to  these  objections,  was  any  instance  given  of  either  the 
Yearly  Meeting  or  the  representatives  ever  having  settled  any  question 
that  came  up  before  them,  by  a  divisiop  of  numbers? 

A.  There  was  an  abundance  of  contradiction  on  both  sides  on  that 
subject  My  recollection  will  not  serve  me,  so  as  to  relate  any  part 
of  it. 

Q.  Was  the  contradiction  on  that  subject,  one  which  arose  from  the 
allegation  of  any  instances  in  which  the  Yearly  Meeting  had  settled  ques« 
Uons  by  majorities,  or  did  it  arise  from  the  friends  of  John  Comly  claim- 
ing that  that  was  a  case  which  it  was  proper  should  be  settled  in  that 
way? 

A.  From  the  confused  state  of  the  representatives,  and  the  violence 
with  which  a  number  of  them  appeared  to  act,  and  the  agitation  pro- 
duced on  my  own  mind,  I  think,  I  cannot  give  a  relation  respecting  it  at 
present. 

Q.  You  have  then  no  recollection  of  any  former  instance  of  the  kind 
being  given? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  I  have.  The  arguments  then  made  use  of, 
generally  speaking,  on  either  side,  with  some  trivial  exceptions,  have  not 
recurred  to  my  mind  since. 

Q.  Did  you  count  those  who  were  friendly  to  the  nomination  of  John 
Comly? 

A.  If  I  did,  it  has  slipped  my  recollection. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  what  number  the  whole  body  consisted? 

A.  I  can't  positively  say  that  I  do.  Although  I  may  have  been  inform- 
ed^  I  have  not  been  governed  by  any  information  received,  but  merely  by 
the  appearance  of  the  company  then  collected. 

Q.  A  g^at  majority  of  whom  were  strangers  to  you,  and  expressed 
no  opinion  upon  the  subject? 

A.  I  think  I  have  not  said  so. 

Q.  Did  they  then  express  an  opinion? 

A.  I  have  before  stated,  that  when  the  question  was  put,  whether  John 
Comly's  name  should  be  carried  forward  to  be  placed  on  nomination,  as 
clerk  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  the  approbation  or  assent  of  near  two-thirds 
of  the  persons  present  was  given  in  favour  of  it  That  it  was  mere  opi- 
nion, as  I  had  no  certain  criterion  by  which  I  could  judges  hence  the  pro- 
position of  a  division,  and  the  taking  down  the  names. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  two-thirds  of  the  whole  body? 

A.  I  mean  so.     I  believe  there  had  none  left  the  room  at  that  time. 

Q.  Who  was  lU  that  stated  that  the  weightier  part  of  the  meeting  were 
opposed  to  the  nomination  of  John  Comly? 

A.  I  think  there  were  some  four  or  five  of  them;  they  were  all  stran- 
gers to  me,  that  spoke  on  the  subject,  except  one,  Aaron  Eastburn.  The 
names  of  any  of  the  rest,  that  is,  that  I  inquired  so  as  to  recollect  them 
now,  were  Thomas  Stewardson,  Thomas  Wistar.  I  perfectly  recollect 
the  name  and  countenance  of  Thomas  Wistar;  the  old  man  was  violent 
in  his  manners.  I  rose  to  make  some  observations,  and  stood  pretty 
much  to  one  side,  where  he  could  not  immediately  see  me  without  turn- 
ing; he  turned  round  as  though  with  a  design  to  look  me  out  oi  counte* 
nancef  and  in  his  zeal  was  chewing  his  quid  of  tobacco,  or  some  other 
thing  that  he  had  in  his  mouth,  not  being  acquainted  with  him,  I  sup- 
posed that  he  was  making  mouths  at  me;  hence  I  made  particular  in- 
quiry as  to  his  name;  I  would  not  be  understood,  that  I  now  think  he 
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was  doing  any  thing  with  that  view.  He  is  the  only  person  that  I  now 
particularly  recollect  of  that  number,  except  Eastburn. 

Q.  Are  you  confident  that  you  have  as  correct  a  recollection  of  the 
language  used  by  him  on  that  occasion,  as  you  have  of  the  faces  that  he 
made? 

A.  No,  I  am  confident  I  have  not.  For  the  circumstance  was  novel 
to  me ;  and  from  things  that  occurred,  my  feelings  were  in  such  a  state, 
that  I  was  ready  to  draw  unfavourable  conclusions  on  things  then  pass- 
ing, which  from  cool  deliberation  and  a  desire  to  feel  charitable  towards 
my  fellow  man,  I  think  matters  of  no  consequence  at  all  now,  although 
I  may  perfectly  recollect  them. 

Q.  Do  you  give  the  words  you  stated,  to  have  been  used  by  Thomas 
Wistar,  as  the  wordi  used  by  him  on  that  occasion,  or  as  the  result  of 
the  impressions  received  by  you  under  the  circumstances  which  you 
have  stated? 

A.  I  give  them  as-  the  words  used  by  Thomas  Wistar,  as  far  as  I 
know  now,  in  reply  to  any  question  asked,  and  if  in  examining  the 
statement,  and  question,  and  answers,  there  should  be  any  thing  from  an 
improper  understanding  inserted  therein,  I  hold  myself  bound  to  cor- 
rect it. 

Adjourned  until  ten  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Wednesday  morning,  Dec.  8th,  1830,  at  10  o'clock.  Cross-examina* 
tion  of  Cephas  Ross  continued.     Present  as  before. 

Question  by  Mr.  Sloan.  Do  you  give  the  expressions  stated  to  have 
been  made  use  of  by  Thomas  Stewardson,  in  the  same  way? 

Witness.  If  the  counsel  will  please  to  qualify  that  question,  so  as  to 
let  me  understand  where. 

Counsel.  I  refer  to  the  occasion  spoken  of  by  you,  in  your  examina- 
tion in  chief,  when  you  state  that  he  charged  you  with  falsehood,  &c. 

A.  Yes,  I  do  give  the  expressions  in  the  same  way.  When  I  say 
that  those  were  the  expressions  of  Thomas  Stewardson,  I  wish  to  be 
understood,  that  some  person,  who  appeared  as  a  representative,  and 
had  rather  acted  a  violent  part  when  that  body  was  convened,  made  use 
of  those  expressions  as  related.  I,  on  inquiry,  from  the  best  description 
I  could  make  of  the  man,  of  where  he  sat  among  the  representatives, 
was  informed  it  was  Thomas  Stewardson.  I  did  not  know  the  man,  and 
should  not  now,  if  I  were  to  see  him. 

Q.  When  Thomas  Wistar  spoke  of  the  proceedings,  as  being  out- 
rageous and  disgtaceful,  was  it  in  allusion  to  the  proceedings  in  that 
body  of  representatives,  in  reference  to  the  attempt  made  to  decide  the 
question  by  the  majority?  ' 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  had  any  allusion  to  any  thing  else. 

Q.  After  the  report  of  John  Cox  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  the  dis- 
cussion which  followed,  how  was  Samuel  Bettle  nominated  for  clerk, 
and  by  whom? 

A.  His  name  was  mentioned  by  some  person  unknown  to  me,  as  far 
as  I  now  recollect.  But  how,  or  in  what  manner,  it  was  expressed  or  intro- 
duced, I  cannot  say.  I  before  observed,  in  some  answer  I  have  made  to 
the  questions,  or  in  my  statements,  that  it  produced  an  unparalleled 
confusion,  in  a  religious  community  at  least,  with  one  or  two  excep- 
tions, that  has  ever  come  within  my  knowledge.  And  I  will  further  state 
that  I  belic^ve  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  any  person  to  digest  the 
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general  tenor  of'proceeding,  who  was  as  perfectly  unacquainted  with  the 
members  thereof,  as  I  was  at  that  time;  unless  the  observations  amount- 
ed to  personalities. 

Q.  Was  this  confusion  produced  by  the  nomination  of  Samuel  Bettle 
as  clerk,  and  in  consequence  of  the  opposition  to  it,  which  you  have 
stated? 

A.  I  have  before  observed,  that  the  report  made  by  John  Cox  had 
produced  confusion.  I  now  state,  that  this  added  to  the  confusion 
already  produced  by  the  report. 

Q.' By  what  mode  did  you  ascertain  that  two-thirds  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting  were  opposed  to  the  nomination  of  Samuel  Bettle? 

A.  By  the  voices  given  in  favour  of  Samuel  Bettle,  and  those  opposed 
to  his  serving;  although  I  fully  believe  that  I  heard  one  man^  give  his 
voice  in  favour  of  Samuel  Bettle  a  considerable  number  of  times. 

Q.  Did  you  count  them? 

A.  I  did  not;  nor  made  no  attempt  to  do  so. 

Q.  Were  you  at  that  time  also  labouring  under  the  excited  feeling, 
which  you  state  yourself  to  have  felt  at  the  time  you  thought  Thomas 
Wistar  was  making  mouths  at  you? 

A.  I  was  not.  My  conduct  entirely,  I  think,  grew  dut  of  a  sense  of 
duty  that  I  owed  the  meeting  of  which  I  was  a  member.  And  although 
mj  expression  might  be  kmdj  and  appear  somewhat  harahf  I  was  in  an 
humble  state  of  mind,  and  only  raised  my  voice  in  that  large  assembly 
of  people,  with  a  view  to  be  heard. 

Q»  What  had  occurred  in  the  mean  time  to  cool  you  off,  and  humble 
]roa? 

A*  (The  witness  takes  time  to  consider.)  I  have  asked  a  delay  in 
answering,  not  on  account  of  want  of' words,  nor  with  a  view  to  digest 
an  answer;  I  have  before  stated,  that  after  the  violence  that  took  place 
among  the  representatives,  that  John  Cox,, an  elderly,  pious,  and  good 
old  man,  as  I  believed,  had  drawn  near  the  table.  I  had  went  up  to  him, 
and  his  conduct  had  rebuked  the  sensations  raised  by  Thomas  Wistar. 

Q.  Did  his  report  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  in  direct  violation,  as  you 
have  stated,  of  the  conclusion  come  to  by  the  representatives,  and 
which  you  state  you  know  he  fully  understood,  produce  no  new  excite- 
ment in  you? 

A.  I  have  already  offered  an  apology,  which  I  thought  was  all  suffi- 
cient for  John  Cox's  deviation;  but  I  will  now  state,  for  the  satisfaction 
of  the  counsel,  that  my  feelings  could  not  be  raised,  or  anywise  excited, 
by  a  person  who  conducted  in  the  manner  that  John  Cox  did.  And 
that,  instead  of  supposing  that  John  Cox  was  in  the  least  degree  cen- 
surable, I  drew  the  conclusion,  that  from  the  manifested  violence  among 
the  representatives,  some  person  must  have  had  ingenuity  enough,  for 
to  have  so  confounded  John  Cox's  recollection,  as  to  produce  the  report 
he  made.  Hence  no  other  feeling  towards  the  old  man  than  that  of 
affection.  And  I  am  of  the  opinion,  that  if  the  people  there  assembled 
had  quietly  settled  down  and  appointed  John  Cox  as  the  arbiter,  that 
the  perplexity  at  this  time  would  have  been  avoided. 

Q.  Was  not  the  deportment  of  John  Cox,  in  both  the  bodies  of  which 
you  have  spoken,  remarkable  for  its  peculiar  propriety;  and  were  not 
all  his  acts  those  of  a  minister  of  peace, desirous  to  quell  the  turbulence 
by  which  he  was  surrounded? 

A.  From  the  tenor  of  my  replies,  and  the  statement  that  I  first  made, 


I  have  fully  answered  that  question.  But  for  the  satisfaction  of  the 
counsel,  and  to  end  any  further  inquiry  on  that  subject,  I  now  state,  that 
every  act  of  John  Cox,  in  the  representative  committee,  or  after  there 
was  an  attempt  to  establish  a  Yearly  Meeting,  except  the  report  which 
I  have  offered  an  apology  for,  will  be  answered  in  the  affirmative  of  the 
question,  as  far  as  I  have  any  knowledge  of. 

Q.  When  and  where  was  it,  that  it  was  recommended  to  those  who 
were  in  favour  of  John  Comly,  to  take  no  part  in  the  business  of  the 
meeting,  after  the  appointment  of  Samuel  BettleP 

A.  The  only  recollection  I  have  on  that  subject,  is,  that  after  Samuel 
Bettle  had  read  a  minute  which  appointed  him  clerk,  or  purported  to 
be  such,  some  person,  unknown  to  me  now  if  they  were  not  so  then,  got 
up  and  made  such  a  recommendation.  And  I  think  it  was  repeated,  or 
recommended,  by  one  or  two  persons  besides.  That  is,  it  was  in  Arch 
street  meeting  house,  at  what  has  been  called  the  second  sitting  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting,  in  1827. 

Q.  Was  that  recommendation  adopted,  and  did  nil  those  friendly  to 
John  Comly's  appointment  withdraw? 

A.  From  the  last  question,  I  am  led  to  think,  that  I  misunderstood 
that  which  preceded  it;  because  it  seemed  to  imply  that  that  question 
about  the  recommendation  to  take  no  part  in  the  business,  &c.  went 
so  far  as  that  they  should  withdraw,  which  I  did  not  mean.  [^The 
previous  question  being  read  to  the  witness,  he  adds,]  There  were 
some  who  adopted  the  recommendation,  and  some,  I  believe,  who  did 
not,  and  I  know  of  none  withdrawing  from  the  meeting  at  that  time. 

Q.  Before  the  commencement,  or  before  that  sitting  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  had  there  been  any  conclusion  among  the  Friends  of  John 
Comly,  that  if  he  were  not  appointed  clerk,  to  withdraw  from  the  meet- 
ing, or  to  break  up  its  sittings? 

A.  It  has  been  my  universal  practice,  with  very  few  exceptions,  unless 
my  Preparative,  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meetings  gave  me  particular 
instructions,  to  go  to  every  meeting  which  I  attended,  without  any  pre- 
concerted plans  whatever;  and  when  there,only  acting  as  the  necessity  of 
the  case,  I  thought,  might  requii'^.  I  had  never  heard,  I  believe,  but 
from  one  person,  that  the  representatives  had  any  idea  of  putting  John 
Comly's  name  on  nomination,  or  that  they  had  any  thing  in  view  but 
to  promote  the  vital  interest  of  the  Society^  of  Friends.  Hence  no 
knowledge  of  any  such  conclusion,  that  provided  John  Comly  was  not 
appointed  clerk,  that  they  would  proceed  to  measures  to  dissolve  the 
Yearly  Meeting.  But  to  the  contrary,  every  circumstance  which  has 
taken  place  since  has  induced  me  to  believe,  that  Friends  generally 
had  viewed  the  circumstances  which  had  occurred,  or  which  l^ave  led 
to  the  occurrences,  with  painful  recollection;  and  although  they  may 
have  appeared  to  have  acted  in  some  instances  with  a  degree  of  energy, 
I  know  of  none  but  what  would  rejoice  in  seeing  the  society  and  all 
its  members,  placed  on  that  eminence,  on  which,  I  believe,  it  once  stood. 

Q.  Did  they  break  up  the  sittings  of  that  Yearly  Meeting,  in  con- 
sequence of  that  appointment? 

A.  There  was  a  general  protestation  uttered  against  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  few  who  appeared  to  presume  themselves  as  the  Yearly 
Meeting.  But  as  to  break  through  any  measures  that  were  adopted 
by  any  indiscreet  or  improper  act,  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 
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Q.  Had  John  Comly  previously  been  the  assistant  clerk  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting  ? 

A.  I  understood  he  had. 

Q.  Did  he  act  as  assistant  clerk  through  that  meeting,  and  at  the 
request  of  that  meeting? 

A.  Some  individual  or  individuals,  (I  am  speaking  now  from  the 
best  of  my  recollection,)  proposed  that  John  Comly  should  take  his 
seat  at  the  table,  as  assistant  clerk;  I  think,  he,  in  a  very  positive  man- 
ner, refused  to  do  so;  offering,  as  I  thought,  at  that  time,  some  very 
cogent  reasons.  John  Comly  was  extremely  tried,  and  from  the  ob- 
servations made,  had  been  labouring  in  their  select  meetings,  and  in 
private  and  public  circles^  to  prevent  the  confusion  that  had  just  ensued* 
However,  some  time  after,  some  person,  whom  I  suppose  John  Comly 
considered  as  a  companion  in  the  labours  which  he  viewed  himself 
engaged  in,  invited,  or  pressed  him  to  take  his  seat  at  the  table;  and 
as  the  friends  of  John  Comly,  as  I  believe,  had  never  organized  any 
plan  of  procedure,  and  being  very  much  hurt  with  the  previous  pro- 
ceedings, very  few  objected  to  his  doing  so;  although,  I  believe,  that 
by  what  I  learn,  and  the  observations  1  could  make,  a  very  great  por- 
tion of  those  who  had  been  in  favour  of  his  being  appointed  clerk  by 
the  representatives  from  the  different  Quarters,  and  who  were  in  favj^ir 
of  holding  a  regular  Yearly  Meeting,  were  particularly  opposed  to  his 
acting  in  that  station;  yet  he  did  act,  as  mentioned  in  the  question. 

Q.  Who  expressed,  in  the  meeting,  their  disapprobation  of  his  thus 
acting,  after  he  had  consented  to  serve? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  can  say,  that  any  person  did,  after  he  had  con- 
sented to  serve.  But  I  am  satisfied  in  my  mind  that  a  number  did,  before 
his  consenting  so  to  do ;  but  from  the  tendering  observations,  made  by 
John  Comly,  and  the  apparent  tried  state  of  his  feelings,  there  was  an 
uncommon  solemnity  attending  the  minds  of  many  of  the  most  active 
liiends  of  John  Comly. 

Q.  So  far  as  related  to  the  proceedings  in  the  meeting  itself,  was  the 
appointment  of  John  Comly  universally  acquiesced  in? 

A*  I  believe  I  have  already  answered  the  question ;  but  Til  answer 
it  again.  That  a  very  great  proportion  of  those  who  were  in  favour 
of  holding  a  meeting  in  the  regular  order  of  the  society,  was  oppoted 
to  John  Comly  acting  in  that  station,  and  that  after  he  had  commenced 
so  acting,  and  his  friends  had  had  time  for  reflection,  there  were  many 
who  had  not  favoured  the  movement  or  the  measure  gone  into;  not- 
withstanding, had  felt  no  serious  objections  to  John's  accepting  the 
station,  had  become  entirely  dissatisfied  with  his  doing  so. 

Q.  Was'this  dissatisfaction  expressed  in  the  meeting,  or  amongst  the 
friends  of  John  Comly,  during  the  adjournment? 

A.  I  have  before  related,  that  owing  to  the  expressions  of  John  Com- 
ly, and  the  sympathetic  feelings  for  his  tried  state,  that  there  was  that 
kind  of  solemnity  spread  over  the  minds  of  those  who  were  his  most 
active  friends,  that  i  did  not  think  that  there  were  any  objections  made; 
but  that  it  met  the  disapprobation  of  the  principal  part  of  his  friends. 

Q.  The  solemnity  of  feeling,  of  which  you  speak,  if  I  understand  you, 
existed  in  the  different  sittings  of  the  meeting? 

A.  I  have  only  a  reference  to  that  particular  juncture  of  time,  imme- 
diately after  his  taking  his  seat  as  assistant  clerk. 

Q.  Was  there  not  a  meeting  of  the  friends  of  John  Comly  held  on 
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Second-day  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  weeky  or  at  some  other  time  wbtkt 
the  Yearly  Meeting  was  not  in  session,  for  the  purpose  of  consulting 
what  steps  should  be  taken  on  the  subject  of  his  appointment? 

A.  There  was  notice  ^ven  generally,  as  far  as  I  understood,  for  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  proceedings  of  those  few  who  had  presumed 
themselves  the  Yearly  Meeting,  to  meet  at  Green  street  meeting  house, 
at  some  period  in  that  week,  which  I  now  do  not  recollect,  to  consult  or 
to  confer  on  the  best  measures  that  could  be  pursued  to  save  the  society 
from  destruction.  I  do  not  recollect  that  there  was  any  thing  on  the 
subject  of  John  Comly's  being  clerk  or  assistant  clerk,  introduced  pre- 
vious to  Friends  so  meeting,  or  at  any  time  when  met,  unless  it  was  in 
recurrence  to  the  proceedings  of  the  representatives  from  the  different 
Quarterly  Meetings,  composing  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Was  John  Comly  present  at  that  meeting  ? 

A.  I  think  he  was,  but  am  not  certain.  I  recollect,  that  during  that 
week  John  Comly  had  been  so  overcome  with  the  scenes  passed,  that  he 
had  retired;  and,  I  think,  did  not  attend  one  of  the  conferences  that  were 
held— but  of  this  I  am  not  certain.     It  is  my  present  impression  only* 

Q.  Did  you  hold  more  than  one  conference? 

A,  I  think  there  were  two~-at  one  of  which  John  Comly  addressed  the 
meeting,  in  a  manner  that  must,  1  believe,  have  aroused  the  sympathies 
of  any  person  who  might  have  heard  it,  let  them  have  professed  what 
thev  might. 

Q.  Was  any  notice  of  these  conferences  given  out  in  the  sittings  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  cannot  say — ^but,  I  believe,  there  was  not.  I  myself  gave  notice 
to  a  number  of  persons,  some  of  whom  are  now  belonging  to  the  Ortho- 
dox society.  And  I  knew  of  no  disposition  in  any  person  who  met  to 
confer,  to  prevent  any  person,  let  their  opinions  or  sentiments  be  what- 
ever  they  might,  from  attending  those  conferences.  And  I  have  reason 
to  believe,  as  far  as  my  observations  extended,  that  there  was  every 
means  made  use  of  that  could  be  reasonably  expected,  to  give  general 
information  to  all  who  were  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends  of  the 
aforesaid  meeting,  unless  they  had  given  this  information  in  Arch  street 
meeting  house,  when  the  people  were  there  collected,  to  observe  the 
movements  that  were  taking  place. 

Q.  Did  any  persons  take  a  part  in  those  conferences,  except  those 
who  had  been  friendly  to  the  appointment  of  John  Comly  as  clerk  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  whether  they  did  or  did  not. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  instances  in  which  these  private  sessions 
have  been  held  by  one  portion  of  the  society,  during  the  adjournment 
of  the  sittings  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  to  discuss  and  decide  upon  ques- 
tions which  had,  or  which  should  occupy  the  attention  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  before  those  spoken  of  by  you  ? 

A.  I  have  before  stated,  that  it  was  the  first  Yearly  Meeting  that  I  had 
ever  attended  in  the  state  of  Pennsylvania;  that  I  had  attended  three  when 
quite  young,  in  the  city  of  New  York — and,  I  have  no  doubt,  that  the 
ostensible  object  in  my  doing  so,  was  to  gratify  a  youthful  curiosity-— 
and  that  my  knowledge  of  the  proceedings  in  those  Yearly  Meetings,  as 
a  body,  or  of  its  members  separately,  was  very  limited.  Therefore,  I 
never  knew  of  a  circumstance  of  a  like  nature  occurring,  nor  either 
have  I  known  or  ever  heard  a  circumstance  of  the  like  necessity  for  their 
doing  so. 
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Q»  Was  it  proposed  at  one  of  these  conferences,  that  some  of  you 
shovld  seize  the  clerk's  table  and  books  on  the  following  day,  and  thus 
effect  your  object  ? 

A.  I  am  very  positive  that  no  such  proposition  was  ntdidt  publicly^  at 
any  of  those  conferences  referred  to$  and  I  am  also  positive,  that  this  is 
the  first  time  that  I  have  ever  heard  any  thing  like  it. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  unless  expressly  instructed  by  your  meetings, 
you  should,  as  a  representative,  have  acted  from  the  necessity  of  the 
case,  and  not  from  any  preconcerted  plan.  Had  you  any  instructions 
or  advice  on  the  subject  of  the  appointment  of  clerk  from  your  meetings, 
at  the  time  spoken  of  ? 

A.  From  the  information  I  had  in  general  received  that  that  was  one 
particular,  if  not  all  the  duties  attached  to  the  representatives,  previous 
to  the  close  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  I  came  to  the  city  of  Philadelphia 
I.  uninstructed,^  more  than  by  what  I  supposed  to  be  the  common  usages 
i  and  the  common  privileges  of  representatives.  I  know  of  no  partiality 
i  that  I  held  ,for  any  particular  procedure,  but  that  which  grew  out  of 
V    strict  justice,  and  the  universal  privileges  that  we  individually  held  as  a 

I  religious  community.  When  the  proposition  to  place  John  Comly  on 
*■     nomination  was  made,  believing  him  a  worthy  member  of  society,  and 

capable  of  performing  the  duties  of  that  office  to  the  honour  of  the  same, 
~\    and  knowing  nothing  of  Samuel  Bettle,  I  gave  John  Comly  the  prefer* 

ence.  I  looked  for  nothing  in  the  representative  committee,  but  the 
. :    strictest  moderation  in  all  its  deliberations.    After  the  objections  made 

to  his  being  placed  on  nomination,  and  the  observations  made  by  a 
. '    stranger,  whom  I  did  not  know,  in  support  of  it,  I  concluded  that  the 

I I  arguments  made  use  of,  in  favour  of  his  being  placed  on  nomination  as 
g }  clerk,  were  the  mos^  reasonable  and  consistent  with  my  views  of  justice| 
..  I  and  from  the  violence  displayed  by  a  number  of  the  representatives  who 
s|  ^^i^  opposed  to  his  being  placed  on  nomination,  I  was  induced  to  make 
^1  aome  observations  as  respected  their  appearance;  and  it  aroused  in  me 
jK  a  fear  that  all  was  not  right.  The  disposition  to  bear  down  that  indi« 
^p  vidua!,  I  have  Just  spoken  o{^  induced  me  to  take  a  part  in  the  discus- 
.^1  sion  of  the  subject,  contrary  to  any  thing  I  had  before  in  contemplation. 
^  '      (The  question  was  again  read  to  the  witness.) 

My  answer  is,  that  I  have  not  stated  any  thing  purporting  to  the  ques- 
tion, if  I  recollect,  as  it  stands. 

Q.  Had  you  any  instructions  or  advice  from  the  Bucks  Quarterly 
Meeting,  or  from  the  members  who  composed  it,  relative  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  clerk  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827  ? 

A.  I  am  satisfied,  I  had  not. 

Q.  What  were  the  necessities  of  the  case,  which  made  it  necessary,  in 
your  apprehension,  to  remove  the  existing  clerk  ? 

A.  I  cannot  undertake  to  say,  further  than  that  it  was  my  preference* 

Q.  What  vital  interests  of  the  society  did  you  apprehend  would  be 
~  ,   violated  by  the  continuance  of  Samuel  Bettle  as  clerk? 
^1       A.  I  knew  of  no  vital  interest  that  would  be  affected  by  it.     I  had 
_  .    nothing  against  Samuel  Bettle.    It  was  only  the  preference  I  had  for  the 
man  that  I  was  acquainted  with,  to  one  which  I  was  not. 

Q.  What  vital  interests  of  the  society  were  to  be  promoted  by  putting 
John  Comly's  name  on  nomination  as  clerk? 

A.  My  answer  to  that  question,  is  the  same  as  to  the  preceding  one. 

Q.  What  act  had  been  done  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  besides  the  ap- 
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pointment  of  their  clerk^  previous  to  the  notice  being  given  of  the  con- 
ference, of  which  you  have  spoken? 

A.  Nearly  the  whole  proceedings,  previous,  had  been  a  scene  of  con- 
fusion. 

Q.  What  other  question  had  occupied  the  attention  of  the  meeting, 
previous  to  that  notice  P 

A.  That  I  do  not  recollect 

Q.  Had  there  been  any  thing  else  before  the  meeting  ? 

A.  1  cannot  say.  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  else  that  had  taken  place 
that  day,  except  what  I  have  already  stated. 

Q.  When  was  the  first  notice  given  for  the  meeting  of  conference  of 
which  you  have  spoken? 

[noon.] 

A.  It  was  on  Second-day  evening,  immediately  after  the  adjournment 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  that  I  received  the  first  notice.  I  think  it  was 
then. 

Q.  Did  not  those  persons  who  had  been  friendly  to  the  appointment 
of  John  Comly  as  clerk,  take  a  part  in  the  subsequent  proceedings  of 
that  meeting  ? 

A.  I  have  before  stated  that  those  who  disapproved  of  the  measures 
pursued  by  the  few,  most  generally  withdrew  from  the  business  trans- 
acted, except  in  two  or  three  instances* 

Q.  When  did  they  withdraw? 

A.  Perhaps  I  might  have  answered,  by  saying,  that  generally,  they 
took  no  part  in  the  business  of  the  meeting,  except  in  the  instance  re- 
ferred to  just  now.  I  would  observe,  this  rests  on  opinion,  as  the  people 
were  generally  strangers  to  me. 

Q.  Did  they  not  take  an  active  part  in  discussing  the  report  of  the 
Westown  school  committee,  and  propose  new  nominations? 

A.  A  few  might  have  done  so, — ^but  I  think  that  number  was  but  few. 

Q.  Did  they  not  take  part  in  the  discussion  respecting  a  memorial 
proposed  for  Richard  Jordan  ? 

A.  Pretty  much,  I  imagine,  in  proportion  as  they  did  on  the  other 
subject. 

Q.  Was  any  discrimination  made  between  them  and  others,  in  the 
appointment  of  committees  ? 

A.  That  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Were  not  a  number  of  them  appointed  on  the  committee  to  settle 
the  treasurer's  accounts? 

A.  I  think  I  have  no  knowledge  on  that  subject. 

Q.  How  was  it,  as  to  the  committee  to  prepare  the  epistles? 

A.  To  obviate  further  inquiry,  I  will  say,  that  I  have  no  recollection, 
or  particular  recollection,  concerning  who  was,  or  who  was  not,  appoint- 
ed, on  any  of  the  committees  that  were  named. 

Q.  Was  the  clerk  of  the  Bucks  Quarter  at  the  time  you  were  appointed 
a  representative,  one  of  those  in  favour  of  appointing  John  Comly  as 
clerk  ? 

A.  If  my  recollection  serves  me,  he  was  a  representative  from  that 
Quarter,  and  was  in  favour  of  appointing  John  Comly. 

Q.  So  far  as  your  knowledge  extends,  are  all  those  persons  who  were 
friendly  to  the  appointment  of  John  Comly,  and  who  took  part  in  these 
meetings  of  conference  of  which  you  have  spoken,  now  in  unity  with  the 
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society  of  which  you  are  a  member,  and  which  you  call  the  Society  of 
Friends? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  an  exception. 

Q.  Did  the  proceedings  which  have  eventuated  in  the  separation  of 
the  society  originate  in  those  conferences? 

A.*  I  imagine,  no  part  of  them;  if  they  did,  I  did  not  know  it.  I  did 
not  consider  it  so. 

Q.  Did  you  not  at  one  of  those  meetings  come  to  the  conclusion,  that 
a  separation  was  necessary,  and  issue  an  address  to  that  effect? 

A.  My  recollection  is  not  su£Biciently  perfect  to  relate  the  conclusions 
then  come  to,  but  I  shall  refer  to  that  address  itself,  which,  I  believe^ 
contains  them. 

Q.  Was  that  address  approved  by  that  meeting,  and  its  publication 
sanctioned  by  it  ? 

A.  I  think  I  knew  of  none  who  disapproved  of  it. 

Q.  Was  it  issued  as  the  united  sentiment  of  those  who  had  thus  con- 
vened ? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  the  question  in  a  better  way  than  by  referring  to 
the  address  itself.  I  imagine  the  paper  itself  will  state  so;  I  know 
nothing  to  the  contrary. 

Q.  In  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1837,  did  John  Comly  propose,  that  the 
subjects  brought  up  from  Abington  and  Bucks  Quarters,  relative  to  the 
appointment  of  elders  and  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  should 
be  dismissed  from  the  further  consideration  of  that  meeting  ? 

A.  I  cannot  positively  say«  whether  he  did  or  did  not. 

Q.  Did  any  other  person? 

A.  My  recollection  of  the  business  transacted  at  that  time,  or  at  least 
after  John  Comly  took  his  seat  as  the  assistant  clerk,  is  so  imperfectf 
that  I  should  hardly  be  safe  in  answering  the  question. 

Q.  Did  you  not  urge  the  meeting  yourself,  to  take  up  that  subject, 
as  a  means  of  promoting  harmony  in  the  society? 

A.  If  I  spoke  to  any  thing  that  might  be  called  business,  that  came 
before  the  meeting  in  its  then  state,  it  has  slipped  my  recollection. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  a  representative  of  Bucks  Quarter  to  the  Year- 
ly Meeting,  since  1827? 

A.  I  hiave,  once  or  twice. 

Q.  Did  you  attend? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  At  the  same  time  of  the  year,  and  same  place,  that  you  did  in  1827? 

A.  No. 

Q.  When  did  you  attend? 

A.  The  first  meeting  I  attended,  was  some  time  in  Tenth-month  fol 
lowing  that  attempt  which  was  made  to  hold  one  in  Fourth-month  pre- 
vious, which  was  held  in  a  shed,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  that  was 
erected  near  Green  street  meeting  house. 

Q.  Did  the  meeting  of  Fourth-month  adjourn  to  that  time  and  place? 

A.  I  did  not  know  where  those  adjourned  to,  who  pretended  to  hold 
a  meeting  in  that  month. 

Q.  Did  you  not  understand  by  common  repute,  that  that  meeting  ad- 
journed to  meet  at  the  same  time  and  place  the  next  year? 

A.  I  think  I  never  heard  any  thing  on  the  subject  any  how,  or  respect- 
ing it  at  all,  previous  to  this  meeting  referred  to  in  Tenth-month. 
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^.  Was  it  not  master  of  general  repute,  that  it  did  convene  at  the 
same  time  and  place  next  year. 

A.  It  would  be  difficult  for  me  to  tell  what  was  the  general  repute«  if 
there  had  nothing  on  the  subject  come  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  By  what  authority  was  the  meeting  which  you  attended  at  Green 
street  in  Tenth-month,  convened? 

A.  Through  all  the  proceedings  of  Friends,  relative  to  that  meeting, 
I  believe,  without  an  exception,  there  was  printed  communications,  at 
the  preceding  meeting,  setting  forth  the  object  of  meeting  at  the  next; 
and  I  believe  there  are  now  public  documents,  fully  developing  every 
movement  and  object  relative  to  that  meeting,  and  from  my  incapacity 
to  give  a  satisfactory  statement,  I  shall  be  under  the  necessity  of  refer- 
ring to  them. 

Q.  Will  you  furnish  me  with  the  public  documents  you  have  referred 
to,  and  I  have  no  objection  to  take  them  as  a  part  of  your  answer? 

A.  I  have  not  got  them  here,  nor  any  of  them. 

Q.  Was  there  not  another  general  meeting  held  in  Philadelphia,  after 
the  adjournment  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  by  those  who  had  been 
friendly  to  the  appointment  of  John  Comly,  and  before  the  meeting  of 
which  you  have  spoken  held  by  them  in  Tenth-month? 

A.  I  think  that  question  wants  some  modification. 

Counsel.  Well,  modifv  your  answer  so  as  to  meet  it. 

Witness.  As  to  the  friends  of  John  Comly,  I  know  nothing  of  them, 
in  connexion  with  this  meeting  spoken  of;  but  I  know  there  was  a  meet- 
ing held  in  Sixth-month ;  a  meeting  of  Friends  I  should  have  said,  and 
designed  to  say;  preparatory  to  this  meeting  referred  to,  in  Tenth-month 
following,  and  that  their  proceedings  were  published — owing  to  my  in- 
4  disposition,  I  think,  I  am  not  enabled  to  give  a  full  relation  thereof. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  it? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  By  what  authority  was  that  meeting  convened? 

A.  I  think  it  was  convened  in  consequence  of  an  invitation  being  pub- 
lished to  the  members  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania  and  New 
Jersey,  etc.  giving  a  general  invitation  to  them,  to  then  meet  and  consult 
together. 

Q.  How  was  that  invitation  published?  * 

A.  Indeed  I  cannot  tell  at  present. 

Q.  Was  it  in  any  newspaper,  or  other  publication  circulating  gene- 
rally through  society? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  pamphlet  form. 

Q.  Did  that  pamphlet  contain  the  address,  agreed  upon  in  Fourth- 
month? 

A.  I  think  all  the  proceedings  of  Fourth-month  were  contained  in 
that  pamphlet,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Q.  The  conclusion  then  to  convene  this  meeting  in  Sixth-month, 
was  come  to  in  Fourth-month,  and  these  invitations  published  ac- 
cordingly? 

A.  That  is  my  present  impression. 

Q.  Were  these  invitations  issued  to  those  who  accorded  in  sentiment 
with  the  address  issued  by,  and  the  proceedings  of,  the  meetings  for  con- 
ference in  Fourth-month? 

A.  There  was  an  address  issued  to  all  who  considered  themselves 
members  of  the  Friends'  Society,  belonging  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  afore- 
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said,  in  Fourth-month,  I  believe,  to  meet  in  Sixth-month,  to  hold  a 
general  conference  on  the  state  of  society. 

Q.  Were  the  proceedings  of  these  meetings  for  conference  brought  be- 
fore, or  in  any  way  made  kno^nrn  to,  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  at  any 
time  during  its  sessions,  to  your  knowledge? 

A.  A  great  majority  of  Friends,  in  my  opinion,  have  never  considered 
the  meeting  spok^en  of,  as  a  meeting  regularly  held;  hence  no  communi- 
cation was  made  to  it  on  that  subject,  that  ever  came  within  my  know- 
ledge? 

Q.  Were  the  invitations  to  the  meeting  to  be  held  in  Tenth-month, 
also  addressed  to  all  who  composed  the  society,  or  to  those  only  who 
were  friendly  to  your  views? 

A.  I  am  not  capable  of  giving  a  full  answer  to  that  question.  But  shall 
refer  to  the  document  published  containing  the  proceedings  of  that 
meeting. 

Q.  Have  that  portion  of  the  society  of  which  you  have  spoken,  as 
having  held  these  several  meetings  during  the  year  1827,  established  a 
meeting  which  they  call  a  Yearly  Meeting  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets, 
Philadelphia? 

A.  From  the  recommendation  issued  to  the  Monthly  and  Quarterly 
Meetings,  composing  the  Pennsylvania  Yearly  Meeting,  &c.  the  Quar- 
terly Meeting,  of  which  I  am  now,  and  long  have  been,  a  member,  ap- 
pointed four  representatives,  (at  their  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Eighth- 
month,  1827,)  from  each  Monthly  Meeting  composing  that  Quarter,  to 
meet  in  Tenth -month  in  Philadelphia,  to  hold  a  meeting  in  conjunction 
with  those  from  other  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meetings,  which  I  think 
was  denominated  a  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  By  what  body  was  that  recommendation  issued? 

A.  By  the  meeting  which  was  held  in  Sixth-month.  ^ 

Q.  Is  that  meeting  of  which  you  have  spoken  as  a  Yearly  Meeting,  in 
correspondence  with  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  London,  or  of  any  of  the   '  * 
Yearly  Meetings  on  this  continent,  in  which  a  division  of  the  society 
has  not  taken  place,  including  New  England,   Virginia,   and  North 
Carolina? 

A.  I  did  not  attend  the  last  Yearly  Meeting  in  Philadelphia ;  therefore,  '  ^ 
am  not  able  to  give  any  information  on  the  subject. 

Q.  Has  it  ever  been  recognised  by  any  of  them? 

A.  I  cannot  give  any  information  on  the  subject. 

Q.  Since  1827,  have  those  persons  who  attend  the  meeting  of  Green 
and  Cherry  streets,  attended  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Arch  street, 
Philadelphia,  or  been  acknowledged  by  it  as  having  a  right  so  to  do? 

A.  I  know  nothing  on  the  subject,  so  as  to  give  an  answer. 

Q.  Upon  what  principles  was  the  enumeraUon  of  the  members  of 
Bucks  Quarter  taken? 

A.  There  were  persons  who  were  acauainted  with  those  who  had  left 
the  different  Preparative  and  Monthly  Meetings,  who  were  called  upon 
to  take  down  their  names,  who  accordingly  did  so ;  and  also  the  names 
of  those  that  still  continued  in  membership. 

Q.  Were  those  persons  who  made  the  estimate,  on  your  side  of  the 
question? 

A.  Of  course,  as  we  had  no  control  over  the  others. 

Adjourned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 
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Thursday,  December  9th,  1830,  at  10  o'clock,  A.  M.  Cross-examina- 
tion of  Cephas  Ross  continued.     Present  as  before. 

Qucfstion  by  Mr.  Sloan.  In  the  enumeration  spoken  of,  did  you  count 
all  as  being  attached  to  your  party,  who  did  not  leave  the  several  meet- 
ings? 

Answer.  We  took  down  all,  whose  sentiments  we  considered  ou^ 
selves  su£Biciently  acquainted  with,  for  so  doing,  and  some  that  weft 
either  by  connexion  or  otherwise  who  was  with  us,  we  took  dovm  as 
doubtful,  or  undetermined*— neutral. 

Q.  Did  you  mark  all  as  neutral,  who  had  not  expressed  a  decided 
opinion,  one  way  or  the  other? 

A.  All  the  adults,  without  any  exception,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  these  expressions  of  opinion  from  the  different  indi- 
viduals themselves  at  the  time,  or  take  it  from  general  understanding  u 
to  their  sentiments? 

A.  The  greater  portion  of  the  names  which  were  taken  down,  if  not 
all,  by  myself,  I  think  I  had  heard  express  their  sentiments  on  the  sub- 
ject previous  to,  or  at  the  time  of  so  taking  down  their  names.  As  to 
what  was  done  by  others,  I  cannot  state. 

Q.  How  did  you  ascertain  their  sentiments? 

A.  By  their  approving  or  disapproving  of  the  conduct  of  those  called 
Orthodox. 

Q.  Was  not  the  usual  interrogatory  put  to  them,whether  they  wished 
to  continue  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  or  something  to  that 
effect? 

A.  That  interrogation  was  never  put  to  any,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Had  all  these  persons,  who  were  thus  applied  to,  been  present  at 
the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  and  witnessed  the  proceedings  of  that 
meeting? 

A.  I  know  of  no  persons  being  applied  to  for  a  sentiment  on  the  sub-, 
ject;  but  the  knowledge  I  had  received,  grew  out  of  accidental  conversa- 
tions that  I  had  had  with  them  in  private  circles,  or  expressions  made 
in  our  public  meetings.  It  is  my  opinion,  that  it  never  has  been  the 
practice  for  one-fourth  of  the  number,  or  not  more  than  one-fourth,  of 
the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  which  I  am  a  member,  including  those  who 
are  now  styled  Orthodox,  to  attend  at  any  Yearly  Meeting,  since  my 
recollection. 

Q.  Was  this  estimate  made  after  the  report  of  the  representatives 
to  Bucks  Quarter,  in  Eighth-month,  1827? 

A.  If  my  recollection  serves  me,  it  was  made  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
year  1829,  or  beginning  of  the  year  '30.  Although  there  might  have 
been  an  estimation  made  previous  to  that  time,  that  is,  previous  to  1 829; 
but  at  no  dme,  I  believe,  in  the  year  1827. 

Q.  How  many  of  these  names  did  you  take,  from  your  individual 
knowledge  of  their  sentiments? 

A.  As  I  am  speaking  of  the  adults  only  at  present,  and  am  not  cer- 
tain as  to  the  exact  number,  I  should  say  the  probability  was,  that  I  took 
down  the  names  of  from  twelve  to  tioenty. 

Q.  If  I  understand  you,  you  placed  the  names  of  those  who  disap- 
proved of  the  proceedings  of  those  you  style  Orthodox,  on  your  side? 

A*  Those  who  had  expressed  themselves  to  that  effect,  only,  as  I  have 
before  related. 

Q.  How  many  were  there  in  your  Preparative  ^  ddei 
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tnd  state,  as  nearly  as  you  can,  the  proportion  of  male  and  female  adults, 
and  of  minors? 

h  A.  I. at  some  period  made  a  calculation,  knowing  all  the  members,and 
to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  we  stood  fifty-four  to  eleven  male  adults. 
As  to  the  females,  I  have  not  a  knowledge;  although  an  estimate  was 
taken,  at  the  time  of  this  enumeration,  of  them  also,  I  have  at  present  no 
recollection  of  the  numbers.  An  enumeration  was  also  taken  of  the 
number  of  the  minors,  which  I  do  not  recollect  at  this  time. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  number  on  each  side,  in  the  Monthly  and  Quar- 
terly Meetings;  if  you  can,  do  so,  and  state  the  number  and  proportion  of 
male  and  female  adults  and  minors? 

A.  I  have  before  stated,  that  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  that  there 
was  near  five-sixths  Friends  and  one-sixth  Orthodox,  or  a  little  more. 
This  is  the  whole  number,  minors  and  all.     I  cannot  answer  the  question 
further,  as  I  do  not  recollect. 
Q.  How  many  undecided  persons,  or  neutrals,  were  there? 
A.  I  cannot  recollect  the  exact  number;  but  do  recollect  that  it  was 
very  smalL 
Q.  In  this  estimate,  were  minors  placed  with  their  parents? 
A.  I  believe  they  were,  in  every  instance;  although  we  had  informa- 
tion from  good  authority,  that  there  was  a  number  of  children  that  had 
expressed  that  necessity  alone  compelled  them  to  attend  the  Orthodox 
meeting. 

Q.  Did  you  take  the  estimates  in  the  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meet- 
ings yourself? 

A.  I  have  before  stated  the  number  of  names  taken  down  by  myself, 
and  that  was  entirely  within  the  limits  of  my  own  Preparative  Meeting. 
Q.  Your  knowledge,  then,  of  the  relative  proportions  in  the  other 
meetings,  is  derived  from  the  information  of  others? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  disownments  made  by  the  society  which  you 
call  Orthodox — has  a,  person  against  whom  one  of  these  testimonies  has 
been  issued,  any  right  of  membership  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in 
Arch  street,  Philadelphia,  or  in  any  of  those  Yearly  Meetings  of  the 
Society  of  Friends,  in  which  a  separation  has  not  taken  place? 

A.  I  believe,  that  in  no  one  instance,  since  I  have  been  before  this 
court,  have  I  heard  this  subject  of  disownment  introduced.  If  I  have, 
it  has  slipped  my  recollection.  And  as  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  spoken 
ot,  held  in  Arch  street,  Philadelphia,  I  have  no  knowledge — or  if  there 
is  such  a  meeting  held,  I  know  nothing  of  its  regulations,  nor  of  what 
liberties  is  granted  by  other  Yearly  Meetings  referred  to,  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Yearly  Meeting  which  I  consider  myself  a  member  of. 

Q.  Has  it  been  always  the  usage  of  the  Society  of  Friends  to  confine 
their  meetings  of  discipline  to  their  own  members? 

A.  As  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  there  has  been  a  general  disposi- 
tion prevailing  with  that  society  to  do  so. 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  considered  out  of  order  to  proceed  with  the  trans- 
action of  their  business,  unless  the  meeting  was  so  select? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  for  the  society  generally,  knowing  that  there  have 
been  sometimes  instances  of  persons  so  sitting  who  were  not  members. 
Q.  With  the  knowledge  and  approbation  of  the  meeting? 
A.  That  I  cannot  say,  yea  or  nay. 
Q.  You  have  stated,  that  those  you  call  Orthodox  have  changed  the 
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places  of  holding  some  of  their  meetings  within  the  limits  of  Bucks 
Quarter, — in  all  those  cases,  have  not  those  persons  who  are  in  unity 
with  you,  and  profess  to  be  members  of  the  meeting  annually  held  in 
Green  and  Cherry  streets,  been  in  the  possession  of  the  houses,  and  de- 
clined to  withdraw,  or  permit  them  to  proceed  in  the  transaction  of  tbeiir 
business,  as  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends? 

A.  It  is  a  question  that  takes  a  very  broad  ground.  I  am  a  member 
of  Plumstead  Preparative  Meeting,  a  branch  of  Buckingham  Monthly 
Meeting.  Some  time  in  the  year  1827,  after  the  confusion  which  took 
place  in  Fourth-month,  at  Arch  street  meeting  house,  and  after  the 
confusion  which  was  produced  by  a  committee  sent  from  that  meeting 
at  Arch  street,  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  at  Falls,  there 
were  several  persons,  not  members  of  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  which 
I  am  a  member,  attended  said  meeting  at  •ne  of  its  sittings.  One  of 
those  strangers  demanded  the  table  of  that  Preparative  Meeting's  clerk, 
to  hold  a  Preparative  Meetings— the  table  was  refused.  I  think,  at  the 
next  Preparative  Meeting  they  again  appeared.  I  do  not  recollect  that 
they  again  demanded  the  table  or  not;  but  they  offered  a  minute  that 
had  been  ushered  from  some  of  their  meetings,  to  be  read.  Every  pro* 
position  made  by  them,  as  far  as  I  now  recollect,  was  rejected,  as  an  in- 
trusion upon  the  regular  proceedings  of  that  meeting.  They  withdrew; 
and  I  don't  know  as  they  offered  any  thing  afterwards  of  that  nature. 
With  them,  left  us,  or  lett  the  meeting,  a  number  of  members,  to  thd 
amount  I  believe  of  seven  or  eighty  one  of  which  was  an  elder,  who  pre-- 
viously  had  declared,  in  6ne  of  our  meetings,  that  he  considered  himself 
the  delegated  shepherd  over  it.  Whether  before  or  after,  I  do  not  re* 
collect;  but  I  think  after  the  first  demand  of  the  table  of  our  clerk,  the 
same  demand  was  made  in  our  Monthly  Meeting,  and  was  rejected;  not- 
withstanding there  was  a  considerable  number  who  were  not  members 
of  Friends'  Meeting,  nor  were  not  connected,  in  no  way,  with  either 
party,  then  convened.  They  proceeded,  and  held  a  Monthly  Meeting. 
Their  proceedings  was  remonstrated  against,  without  effect.  When 
they  had  retired,  Friends  held  their  Monthly  Meeting  in  the  usual  order 
of  society.  As  for  what  took  place  at  other  Monthly  Meetings,  1  have 
no  knowledge  but  from  hearsay. 

Q.  Were  these  proceedings  all,  after  you  had  determined  to  hold  that 
meeting  in  Tent^i-month,  and  the  Bucks  Quarter  became  a  party  to  that 
proceeding? 

A.  I  cannot  positively  say  that  they  all  were;  but  I  think  probably 
they  were. 

Q.  In  the  address  which  you  have  spoken  of  a^  having  been  issued  by 
one  of  those  meetings  for  conference,  is  it  not  set  forth  as  one  of  the 
primary  causes  for  a  separation,  that  ** doctrines  held  by  one  part  of  tlie 
society,  which  we"  (meaning  that  portion  of  it  then  assembled)  "believe 
to  be  sound  and  edifying,  are  pronounced  by  the  other  part,"  (alluding 
to  that  part  which  you  have  since  styled  Orthodox)  "  to  be  unsound  ana 
spurious?" 

A.  As  to  the  address  referred  to,  I  think  it  is  three  years,  if  not  more, 
since  I  have  read  it:  and  from  the  question  asked,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  counsel  is  more  conversant  with  that  document  than  I  am;  therefore 
I  shall  refer  him  to  it. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  were  the  doctrines  referred  to  by  that  meeting 
of  conference,  about  which  the  society  differed  in  their  views? 
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A.  To  end  the  questions  of  this  nature,  I  will  merely  state,  that  I  do 
lot  feel  free  to  answer  any  question  touching  on  doctrinal  points. 

The  cross-exajnination  of  the  witness  being  now  read  over  to  him,  he 
sxplains  as  follows  >-^ 

when  I  was  asked  on  Tuesday  last,  '^whether  the  book  of  discipline 
8  the  standard  by  which  the  regularity  or  irregularity  of  a  proceeding 
n  the  society  is  to  be  judged,''  I  must  have  misunderstood  the  question, 
18  I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  word  faith  was  in  the  question. 
Vf  y  further  answer  to  that  question,  and  to  the  next  one  following  it,  is, 
hat  the  Society  of  Friends  uniformly  refer  to  the  book  of  discipline,' 
rhen  any  difficulty  occurs  in  the  transacting  the  business  of  a  meeting, 
n  the  meetings  of  which  I  am  a  member:  further,  I  have  no  knowledge. 

[noon.] 

And  the  said  Cephas  Ross  being  again  examined  in  chief  on  the  part 
if  the  said  complainant,  and  Stacy  Decow,  further  saith:—    , 

Question  by  Mr.  Prke.  Although  you  did  not  know  most  of  the  per- 
sons in  the  meeting  of  representatives,  have  you  any  doubts  as  to  the 
conduct  and  actions  of  those  who  opposed  the  nomination  of  John  Comly? 

A.  Supposing  the  question  to  have  reference  to  the  manner  in  which 
hey  opposed  that  nomination,  my  opinion  is,  that  far  the  greater  num- 
ber acted  under  the  influence  of  excitement  produced  by  the  nomination 
>f  John  Comly. 

Q.  Was  that  conduct  such  as  to  entitle  them  to  a  concession  of  that 
ireight  and  influence  they  appeared  to  claim? 

A.  I  thought  to  the  reverse:  when  I  spoke  that  I  thought  to  the  re- 
rerse:  I  do  not  mean  all  those  who  opposed  the  nomination,  but  those 
vho  were  the  most  active  in  that  opposition. 

Q.  Was  it  the  contrast  between  the  conduct  of  those  who  were  the 
most  active  in  that  opposition  and  that  of  John  Cox,  that  induced  you 
x>  approach  and  converse  with  him,  upon  the  matters  you  have  related? 

A.  I  have  before  observed,  that  all  the  conduct  of  John  Cox,  both  in 
:he  representative  committee  and  in  the  sittings  following,  were  marked 
prith  the  most  peculiar  piety:  and  I,  perhaps  for  the  first  time  since  I 
tiave  been  before  this  court,  it  strikes  me  that  while  the  confusion  pre- 
railed  among  the  representatives,  John  Cox  did  in  a  very  tender  manner, 
sxhort  us  to  moderation.  Those,  I  believe,  were  the  strongest  induce- 
ments for  me  to  approach  him. 

Q.  When  you  say,  '^exhorted  us,"  do  you  mean  of  both  parties? 

A.  I  don't  know,  as  I  include  any  one  of  those  friendly  to  the  nomi- 
lation  of  John  Comly,  except  myself. 

Q.  You  have  been  asked,  on  the  cross-examination,  if  the  proceedings 
vhich  have  eventuated  in  the  separation  of  the  society,  originated  in 
iiose  conferences  at  Green  street:  I  would  ask  you  whether,  according 
:o  your  observation,  such  proceedings  did  not  originate  on  the  part  of 
:he  party  called  since  Orthodox,  and  its  committees? 

A.  I  have  answered  already  so  much  on  that  subject,  that  I  hardly 
enow  how  to  go  much  further:  I  can  say,  that  I  believe  that  the  com- 
mittee which  attended  the  meetings  throughout  the  country,  was  the 
^atest  cause  of  the  division  among  us.  I  attended  one  meeting  myself 
n  New  Jersey,  after  one  of  this  committee  had  misrepresented,  as  I  con- 
:eived,  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  which  I  am  a  member,  and  preferred 
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some  charges  against  me  personally:  I  asked  liberty  of  that  meeting  to 
reply:  I  believe  seven  or  eight  persons  rose  and  objected |  and,  according 
to  my  impression,  I  heard  odds  of  twenty  voices  that  granted  me  the  liberty.  I 
I  then  attempted  to  proceed,  when  nearly  all,  or  quite  all,  of  those  seveo 
or  eight  stood  up  on  their  feet,  or  was  standing,  and  peremptorily  or* 
dered  me  down.  I  remarked  that  I  had  received  the  liberty  of  the  meet- 
ing.  They  still  continued  hallooing  at  me  to  sit  down.  At  last,  one  who 
I  believe  is  a  minister,  told  me  that  if  I  did  not  sit  down,  they  would 
appoint  four  persons  to  carry  me  out,  and.  send  for  a  constable,  and  take 
me  before  authority,  and  fine  me  ten  dollars.  A  number  of  scenes  of  a 
similar  nature,  though  not  to  the  same  extent,  have  grown  out  of  the 
proceedings,  or  under  the  influence  of  that  committee,  according  to  my 
judgment. 

Q.  Is  it  what  was  called  the  ^^  Yearly  Meeting's  committee,"  that  you 
last  referred  to? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  was  the  individual  that  threatened  to  have  you  carried  before 
authority  and  fined;  and  where  was  it  ? 

A.  Joseph  Whitall  is  the  person  alluded  to;  and  the  circumstance 
took  place  at  Salem,  in  this  state. 

Q.  According  to  your  own  observation,  do  your  meetings  appear  to 
be  attended  by  a  proportion  of  numbers,  equal  to  that  stated  to  be 
about  the  result  of  the  count,  taken  by  yourself  and  others  within  Bucks 
Quarter? 

A.  I  have  attended  very  few  meetings,  besides  the  particular  meet- 
ings of  which  I  am  a  member,  except  the  Quarterly  Meetings,  which 
last,  I  think,  I  have  pretty  regularly  attended  ever  since  the  year  1837. 
Those  Quarterly  Meetings  are  held  at  the  time  and  place  at  which  they 
have  been  held  for  many  years^—^and  according  to  my  observation,  as  ta 
my  own  meetings,  had  it  not  been  for  the  enumeration  spoken  of,  I  should 
not  have  thought  that  one-sixth  had  left  us.  And  the  Quarterly  Meet- 
ings generallv,  in  appearance^  are  nearly  as  large,  if  not  quite,  as  when 
both  parties  formerly  met  together. 

And  being  again  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendricksont 
this  aihrmant  further  saith,  as  follows: 

Question.  Have  you  very  generally  attended  the  Quarterly  Meetings 
since  1827,  of  your  Quarter  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  are  not  many  others  like  yourself, 
who  have  become  attendants  upon  the  Quarterly  Meetings  since  18379 
who  were  not  before  in  the  habit  of  doing  so  ? 

A.  I  attended  the  Quarterly  Meetings  pretty  generally,  for  some  time 
previous  to  the  year  1827,  with  the  exception  of  those  meetings  re- 
ferred] to,  held  in  the  winter,  in  a  former  answer.  Notwithstanding^ 
I  have  no  doubt  that  there  is  a  number  who  attend  those  meetings,  that 
were  not  in  strict  attendance  previous  to  that  date.  But  I  have  no  idea 
that  that  number  is  equal  to  one-fourth  of  the  Orthodox  which  have  left 
the  meeting. 

Q.  Have  you  always  been  in  full  unity  with  the  society? 

A.  I  have  always,  when  exercising  any  opinion  on  the  subject,  approved 
of  them  as  a  religious  community. 

Q.  Have  they  always  approved  of  you  and  your  proceedings,  or  hare 
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« 

foa  been  subject  to  the  order  of  their  discipline,  and  that  unity  been 
laterrupted,  prerious  to  the  year  1827? 

A.  I,  like  other  young  members  in  my  youthful  days,  was  guilty  of 
mtny  improprieties,  but  I  am  blessed  with  being  able  to  say,  that  there 
hu  never  nothing  extremely  disgraceful  that  has  occurred,  which  has 
tsbjected  me  to  be  brought  before  that  religious  community.  In  the 
year  1796,  I  think  it  was  better  than  thirty-four  years  ago,  I  married  a 
imnan  not  in  membership  with  Friends,  and  of  course  not  according  to 
the  order  of  the  society,  for  which  circumstange  I  afterwards  became! 
reconciled  with  Friends. 

ConnseL  I  wish  the  witness  distinctly  to  understand,  that  my  ques- 
tion  was  not  intended  to  imply  any  disgraceful  act  upon  his  part,  or  in 
any  way  to  impeach*  his  moral  character:  it  was  intended  only  (as  he  had 
been  called  here  to  testify  to  matters  relating  to  the  proceedings  of  a 
society,  who,  from  their  peculiar  organization,  and  confining  their  bu- 
siness transactions  very  much,  if  not  exclusively,  to  their  own  members, 
and  but  little  known  to  the  community  at  large,  so  far  as  respects  the 
tdministration  of  their  discipline,  and  more  especially  to  the  tribunal  in 
vhich  this  cause  will  be  decided)  to  ascertain  how  far  opinions  enter- 
tained by  him,  on  matters  which  must  depend  on  opinions  only,  were 
entitled  to  weight;  apprehending  that  in  this  point  of  view,  very  much 
mast  depend  upon  the  fact,  as  to  whether  the  witness  had  or  had  not 
been  in  the  habit,  for  a  long  series  of  years,  of  regularly  attending  the 
meetings  for  discipline  of  the  society. 

The  witness  proceeds^-— In  the  year  1798,  after  receiving  a  certificate 
from  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  New  York,  being  assailed  by  a  man  who 
valued  himself  as  a  bully  in  the  neighbourhood,  I  fought  him;  for  which 
I  made  an  honest  acknowledgment  and  condemnation  to  my  Monthly 
Meeting.  That,  I  think,  was  thirty-two  years  aeo  last  Seventh-month, 
[or  July.)  Nineteen  years  ago  last  Fifth-month,  l  think,  having  lost  my 
former  wife,  I  married  another  who  was  in  unity  with  Friends,  but  was 
not  a  member.  In  reply  to  some  remarks  made  since  the  question  was 
put  to  me,  and  in  justification  of  the  pressing  anxiety  I  had  to  make  the 
present  statement,  I  will  observe  that  those  circumstances  here  related, 
liave  been  circulated  in  private  circles,  as  I  suppose,  with  a  view  to  in-> 
jure  my  reputation.  And  in  further  reply  to  the  last  observations,  I  will 
itate,  that  near  five  and  twenty  years,  if  not  quite,  I  have  been  what 
irouid  be  called  a  middling  steady  attender  at  Friends'  meetings;  and- 
that,  except  that  part  of  the  time,  while  I  was  under  the  notice  of  Friends 
for  my  last  breach,  in  marrying,  and  I  think  for  ten  years  previous  to 
1827, 1  might  with  propriety  be  called  a  steady  attender;  and  I  owe  my 
promotion,  in  the  business  of  Preparative  and  Monthly  Meetings,  al- 
most, if  not  quite  all,  to  the  members  of  that  then  meeting  who  are  now 
considered  Orthodox. 

Counsel.  As  the  witness  has  persisted,  notwithstanding  the  explana- 
don  of  my  views,  in  spreading  upon  the  record  these  matters  of  private 
history,  I  can  only  understand  it  as  having  been  done  for  effect.  As  an 
let  of  justice  therefore  to  the  party  whom  I  represent,  I  feel  it  my  duty 
to  say,  that  peither  from  them  nor  from  any  other  source,  had  I  a  know- 
ledge of  the  facts  of  which  he  has  thought  proper  to  speak.  My  ques- 
don  was  one,  growing,  as  I  conceived,  out  of  the  previous  examination. 
The  witness  himself  having  stated,  that  he  had  never  been  under  any 
ippointmetu  of  thei  Quarterly  Meeting,  until  his  appointment  in  1827. 

Vol.  IL— 5 
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If  there  is  any  thing  personally  offensive  in  the  question,  it  must  rest 
solely  on  me;  and  as  I  never  saw  him,  nor  never  heard  of  him  until 
within  the  present  week,  I  can  scarcely  suppose,  that  with  the  explana- 
tion I  have  made,  he  will  attribute  to  me  any  such  motive. 

Question  by  counsel.  Did  John  Cox,  in  his  address  to  the  meeting  of 
representatives,  or  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  make  any  distinction  between 
the  parties  to  whom  he  addressed  that  discourse? 

A.  The  exercise  referred  to  in  a  former  answer,  was  immediatelf 
following  some  observ|tion8  made  by  a  number  of  those  who  were  in 
favour  of  Samuel  Bettle,  and  myself,— ^therefore,  I  considered  them  for 
us,  and  for  us  only.  When  I  speak  of  this  exhortation,  I  have  refertoce 
to  the  committee  of  representatives;  I  do  not  now  recollect  of  dis- 
tinctly hearing  him  in  the  meeting  of  that  body,  which  some  style  a 
Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  In  answer  to  a  question  put  to  you  relative  to  the  origin  of  the 
causes  of  the  separation  by  the  opposite  counsel,  in  the  re-examination, 
you  have  spoken  of  the  proceedings  of  the  body  who  styled  themselves 
the  Yearly  Meeting's  committee,  at  several  places;  were  they  not  all 
after  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Fourth-month,  1837? 

A.  I  know  of  no  Yearly  Meeting's  committee  prior  to  Fourth-month, 
1827;  and  I  am  decidedly  of  the  opinion,  and  I  must  confess  that  a  con- 
siderable proportion  of  my  energies  were  brought  forth,  under  the  im- 
pression that  that  committee's  appointment  was  designed  to  sow  the 
seeds  of  dissention  among  the  Society  of  Friends, — ^I  was  led  to  this 
conclusion  from  their  conduct;  in  no  one  instance,  as  I  recollect  of,  did 
I  discover  any  thing  like  a  disposition  to  reconcile  the  parties. 

Q.  Had  there  never  before  that  period,  been  a  committee  appointed 
by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  to  visit  the  subordinate  meetings  similar  to  that 
committee? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  there  was:  but  there  is  one  thing  I  know,  that  we 
had  ministers  of  peace  travelling  amongst  us;  and  whether  they  belong- 
ed to  any  committee  or  not,  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  when  that  com- 
mittee was  appointed,  or  had  you  left  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that,  or  any  other  committee  being  ap- 
pointed, in  Fourth-month,  1827,  at  present. 

Q.  I  think  you  have  stated  that  you  did  not  attend  the  sitting  of  Se- 
venth-day? 

A.  I  did  state  so. 

Q.  You  have  also  stated,  that  the  address  spoken  of  by  you,  was  pre- 
pared by  a  meeting  at  which  you  were  present  ? 

A.  I  answer,  that  I  stated  that  I  attended  a  conference  which  issued 
an  address. 

Q.  By  whom  was  that  address  signed? 
^  A.  I  will  refer  you  to  the  document, — I  cannot  recollect  who  it  was 
signed  by. 

Admitted  by  the  parties,  both  complainant  and  defendants,  and  their 
counsel,  that  the  address  or  document,  to  which  the  witness  now  refers,  is 
the  same  which  is  made  an  exhibit  in  this  cause,  and  marked  No.  — ^ 
and  which  is  not  now  here  to  show  the  witness. 

Q.  Was  not  that  address  then  agreed  upon  by  you  previous  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  committee,  whose  proceedings  you  complain  of? 

A.  I  have  stated,  I  knew  of  the  appointment  of  no  committee. 
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Q.  Was  it  not  agreed  upon  before  you  left  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  It  was  agreed  to  issue  an  address  previous  to  my  leaving  the  city 
of  Philadelphia;  but  whether  before  I  left  the  Arch  street  house  for  the 
last  time  or  not,  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  In  what  capacity  did  you  attend  that  meeting  at  Salemt  in  New 
Jersey,  of  which  you  have  spoken? 

A.  In  the  capacity  of  a  member  of  a  committee  appointed  by  the 
Yearly  Meeting  in  Tenth-month,  1827. 

Q«  Was  not  that  the  reason  assigned  by  those  who  objected  to  your 
being  officially  received  or  heard)  for  their  objections*  that  the  meeting 
whose  committee  you  profess  to  be,  not  being  a  regular  meeting  of  the 
aociety^  you  could  not  be  received  as  its  committee  in  any  meeting  of 
the  society? 

A.  There  might  possibly  have  been  something  said  relating  to  that 
circumstance,  but  as  for  reason,  I  do  not  believe  it  entered  within  the 
pale  of  their  conduct  that  day. 

And  further  this  affirmant  saith  not.  Cephas  Ross. 

Affirmed  as  aforesaid,  and  subscribed  this  ninth  day  of  December,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  tliirty,  at  the 
house  of  William  Ridgway,  in  Camden,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester^ 
New  Jersey,  before  me,  J.  J.  Foster, 

Matter  and  Examiner. 

Adjourned  until  half  past  nine  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Friday  morning,  December  10,  1830,  at  ten  o'clock.  Examinations 
continued.     Present  the  same  as  yesterday. 

Hallidat  Jackson,  of  Delaware  county,  Pennsylvania,  a  witness  pro* 
luced  on  the  part  of  the  complainant,  and  Stacy  Decow,  one  of  the  de- 
fendants, alleging  himself  to  be  conscientiously  scrupulous  of  taking  an 
>ath,  and  being  duly  affirmed,  according  to  law,  on  his  solemn  affirma- 
ion  declareth  and  saith,  as  follows,  viz. 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.  What  is  your  age? 

Answer.  I  am  in  my  sixtieth  year,  turned  of  fifty-nine. 

Q.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends? 

A.  I  am,  by  birthright;  and  my  parents  before  me  were  such. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  taken  a  part  in  the  proceedings  of  the  meet** 
Dgs  of  that  society? 

A.  I  have  been  more  or  less  active  in  the  meetings  of  discipline,  for 
nore  than  thirty  years,  perhaps  near  thirty-five.  I  have  served  in  most 
»f  the  offices  in  the  Society  of  Friends,  with  very  few  exceptions. 

Q.  Have  you  been  in  the  station  of  an  elder,  and  if  so,  how  long? 

A.  I  have  been  under  that  appointment,  since  the  year  1815.  I  think 
ome  time  in  that  year,  my  appointment  was  made. 

Q.  Within  your  knowledge,  have  certain  individuals  in  the  city  of 
Philadelphia,  been  in  the  habit  of  exercising  a  control  in  respect  to  the 
ainistry,  not  warranted  by  the  discipline  of  the  society? 

A.  They  have  long  been  reputed  to  have  done  so.  Not  being  a  citi- 
en  of  Philadelphia,  I  can  only  speak  from  common  report,  until  some 
ccurrenccs  which  have  taken  place  within  the  last  seven  or  eight  years, 
am  at  a  loss  to  fix  any  period,  when  this  disposition  first  discovered 
tself.  I  am,  however,  induced  to  believe  from  the  information  I  have 
eceived  from  some  other  Friends,  that  it  principally  originated  in  what 
ras  called  a  ^^  Second-day  morning  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders," 
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which  had  been  held,I  supposCi  for  a  long  time,  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia, 
by  the  members  of  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  eldlers  who  resided  is 
the  city.     From  what  I  can  learn  of  the  history  of  this  meetings  it  wu 
a  self-constituted  meeting;  I  suppose  set  up  by  common  consent  of  the  " 
parties  composing  it^  unauthorized  by  the  discipline  of  the  society*  and 
not  accountable  to  any  superior  meeting  that  I  could  ever  understand 
In  this  meeting,  I  have  understood  from  some  who  were  members  of  it| 
that  if  a  ministering  Friend  in  the  city  had  a  prospect  of  performing  t  | 
religious  visit,  it  had  become  a  common  practice  to  open  it  when  col- 
lected in  that  meeting  to  their  friends.    Hence  there  was  a  jud^eat 
given  on  the  subject  of  the  concern;  if  it  was  there  united  with,  it  wii 
then  very  well,  and  the  Friend  was  at  liberty  to  open  it  to  the  Monthly 
Meeting,  which  last  was  the  Only  legitimate  body  to  judge,  and  decide 
in  such  concerns.     If  it  was  not  united  with  in  that  meeting,  the  Friend, 
of  course,  was  discouraged,  or  perhaps  would  hardly  have  sufficicit 
strength  to  open  it  to  the  Monthly  Meeting.     I  am  also  induced  to  be- 
lieve, that  if  any  in  the  course  of  their  ministry  in  the  city  meetings  had 
given  any  uneasiness  in  the  exercise  of  their  gift,  they  were  there  in  this 
public  manner  brought  to  some  account.    And  I  don't  know  that  I  caa 
give  any  instance  of  strangers,  but  I  am  induced  to  believe,  that  when 
strangers  came  to  the  city,  if  they  had  given  any  dissatisfaction  in  tlM 
public  meetings,  they  were  there  also  called  to  an  account.     Hence  it 
become  a  common  saying,  and  almost  proverbial,  that  strange  minister- 
ing Friends  who  came  to  Philadelphia,  **  must  pass  through  the  milL" 
I  think  about  the  year  1 806,  the  time  this  book  of  discipline  was  revised, 
(the  witness  having  the  book  of  discipline  exhibited.  No.  1 3,  in  his  hand,) 
one  of  the  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  or  who  was  afterwards 
a  member,  informed  me  that  this  Second-day  morning's  meeting  of  mi- 
nisters and  elders  came  under  consideration,  and  it  was  found  that  there 
was  no  discipline  to  support  its  continuance.  Many  valuable  Friends  be- 
came uneasy  lest  it  should  have  an  undue  influence  in  society,  and  be 
productive  of  fruits  that  would  not  give  general  satisfaction.     It  was, 
therefore,  discontinued,  I  think,  for  some  time.    And  I  believe  never 
since  resumed.  There  was  some  time  after  that  a  proposition  came  for* 
ward,  from  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  I 
cannot  recollect  the  year,  but  it  was  not  long  after  it  had  been  discon- 
tinued, requesting  the  Yearly  Meeting,  I  think,  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  establishing  such  a  meeting  by  discipline,  or  to  that  amount,  I  can't 
remember  the  expressions.     As  is  usual  in  such  cases,  the  subject  was 
referred  to  a  large  committee;  I  was  one  of  that  committee  myself.  There 
were  strenuous  efforts  made  by  a  few  individuals,  I  think,  principally  in 
the  city,  to  recommend  the  establishment  of  such  a  meeting;  but  it  did 
not  meet  the  general  view  of  Friends  from  country  meetings,  and  it  was 
negatived,  or  put  by;  and  I  think  in  substance  reported  to  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  that  way  did  not  open  to  establish  such  a  meeting.  The  com- 
mittee could  not  see  the  advantages  it  would  be  of  to  society.    Perhaps 
it  may  be  right  to  add,  as  it  may  have  some  bearing  in  the  course  of  this 
examination,  on  the  part  that  some  individuals  have  taken  in  the  late 
scenes  of  confusion,  that  I  am  not  certain  that  there  was  more  than  two 
or  three  of  those  who  are  now  members  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  mi- 
nisters and  elders  residing  in  Philadelphia,  that  were  active  members  in 
that  meeting  at  that  time.     Being  married  in  Philadelphia,  in  the  year 
1801,  at  Pine  street  meeting,  and  being  pretty  well  acquainted  with  the 
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nembers  of  that  meeting)  I  believe  Jonathan  Evans  was  there  in  the  sta- 
ion  of  an  elder,  and  an  active  Friend  in  the  society.  I  think  Ellis  Yar- 
iall,and  perhaps  Leonard  Snowdon,were  also  active  members  of  the  meet- 
ng  of  ministers  and  elders,  though  I  am  not  so  certain  about  Leonard 
Snowdon. 

Q.  Notwithstanding  the  dissolution  of  the  meeting  you  have  been 
ipeaking  of,  have  the  elders  of  the  city,  within  your  knowledge,  con- 
iinued  to  exercise  such  unauthorized  power  to  interrupt  travelling  mi- 
nisters, and  if  so,  state  the  instances? 

A.  I  have  heard  of  a  number  of  instances.  It  is  a  good  many  years 
igo$  I  cannot  fix  the  date,  but  I  remember  to  have  heard  that  Daniel 
Eiaverlin,  from  the  state  of  New  York,  coming  under  a  prospect  of  a 
■eligious  concern,  to  visit  the  families,  I  think,  of  Pine  street  Monthly 
Meeting;  perhaps  two  or  three;  twice,  if  not  at  three  different  times,  I 
im  not  certain  as  to  that,  his  prospect  was  set  aside,  and  he  was  not 
permitted  to  proceed  in  his  visit;  after  opening  his  prospect,  I  suppose, 
:o  the  Monthly  Meeting,  some  of  the  leading  members  of  the  Monthly 
VIeeting  were  opposed  to  it:  and  I  believe  he  never  accomplished  the 
risit.  He  had  at  different  times,  I  think,  been  in  Philadelphia,  and  one 
if  the  last  times  that  he  was  through  this  part  of  the  country,  that  I  re- 
nember,  he  was  at  our  meeting  at  Darby;  I  cannot  remember  the  year. 
!  was  in  company  with  him  in  the  afternoon,  and  I  think  he  expressed 
:hat  he  felt  very  much  tried  to  pass  through  Philadelphia,  and  would  be 
(Tilling  to  get  around  it,  if  he  could.  Whether  he  did  come  through  the 
uty  or  not,  I  cannot  say.  Samuel  Livzely  also  came  to  Philadelphia,  at 
leveral  difiRerent  times,  under  a  prospect  of  visiting  the  families  of  Arch 
(treet,  ^or  Mulberry,)  Monthly  Meeting ;  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Phi- 
adelphia  it  is  called.  His  prospect  was  also  put  by,  or  rejected,  as  I 
lave  understood  by  common  report,  and  from  himself.  There  were  also 
lome  women  Friends  that  I  have  heard  of,  who  came  under  similar 
»rospects,  and  who  were  also  rejected,  whose  names  I  do  not  remember, 
'erhaps  it  was  one  woman  Friend  and  companion,  I  am  not  certain  that 
here  was  more  than  one  woman  Friend  that  was  a  minister.  These  cir- 
cumstances have  induced  me  to  believe,  that  there  was  a  disposition 
p*owing  up  in  some  of  the  leading  members  of  the  society  in  Philadel- 
ihia,  and  who  had  very  much  the  control  of  the  business  of  the  Month- 
y  Meetings,  who  were  assuming  a  standing,  or  arrogating  to  themselves 
he  right  to  judge  of  the  concerns  of  other  Monthly  Meetings.  For  I 
hink,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  has  extended  within  the  Monthly  Meet- 
Dgs  that  I  have  been  a  member  of,  when  any  Friend,  ministering  Friend, 
Mxnc  to  visit  us,  in  gospel  love,  either  in  a  meeting  capacity,  or  in 
isiting  families,  the  meetings  have  never  undertaken  to  control  their 
irospects. 

[The  question  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  at  his  request,  when  he 
drther  answers.]  Well,  there  are  other  instances:  there  was  a  Thomas 
Srisell,  from  the  state  of  Ohio,  a  very  worthy,  innocent  Friend,  not 
ftrgely  gifted  in  the  ministry:  he  came  to  Philadelphia,  and,  I  think, 
ttended  Pine  street  meeting.  I  understood  he  was  led  to  speak  in  that 
aeeting,  a  good  deal  on  the  subject  of  love  and  unity.  He  was  after- 
rards,  as  I  understood,  and  I  think  he  informed  me  himself,  as  he  went 
brough  our  parts  on  his  return,  severely  reprimanded  by  Jonathan 
Ivans.  I  cannot  give  the  particulars,  but  I  think  the  substance  was, 
hat  Jonathan  informed  him  that  it  was  not  a  time  to  preach  that  kind 
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of  doctrine,  or  something  to  that  import.  Being  a  diffident,  humbk 
minded  man,  it  had  such  an  effect  to  discourage  him,  that  I  think  be 
made  the  best  of  his  way  home  pretty  soon  after,  without  performing  ai 
he  had  in  prospect.  I  was  well  acquainted  with  the  man:  I  had  travelled 
a  good  deal  with  him  to  a*  number  of  the  meetings  in  this  state,  (Nev 
Jersey)  and  also  in  Pennsylvania;  and  I  was  very  sensible,  that  from  hit 
diffident  and  backward  disposition,  he  much  more  required  the  sympathy 
and  encouragement  of  elders,  than  to  be  discouraged,  and  treated  in  the 
manner  that  he  was,  by  Jonathan  Evans. 

There  was — the  next  instance  that  occurs  to  my  mind  (though  it  wu 
perhaps  previous  to  the  circumstance  last  related)  was  the  circumstance 
of  Priscilla  Hunt,  a  worthy  ministering  Friend,  who  came  from  the  state 
of  Indiana,  and  who  at  that  time  was  a  widow:  I  think  she  arrived  ia 
this  neighbourhood  about  the  latter  end  of  the  year  1822,  or  some  time 
in  that  fall,  I  can't  say  as  to  the  month:  the  first  meeting  she  attended 
in  the  city  was  Pine  street  meeting.     After  the  close  of  her  testimony, 
as  common  reports  say,  I  was  not  at  the  meeting,  but  I  believe  it  has 
never  been  contradicted,  William  Evans  made  some  public  oppositioi 
to  some  part  of  her  testimony.     In  the  course  of  her  visit  at  that  time, 
there  were  some  other  marks  of  hostility  shown  towards  her.     After 
spending  some  weeks  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Philadelphia,  and  in  the 
meetings  adjacent,  and  the  Quarterly  Meetings,  she  went  to  the  north- 
ward, (having  first  attended  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  the  spring  of  1823,) 
through  the  state  of  New  York  into  Upper  Canada;  afterwards  into  New 
England;  and  after  visiting,  I  think,  all  the  meetings  belonging  to  the 
Yearly  Meetings  of  New  York  and  New  England,  in  the  summer  foi* 
lowing  she  returned  again  to  Philadelphia.     She  then  had  a  desire  to 
have  a  meeting  at  each  of  the  meeting  houses  of  Friends,  principally 
with  the  members  of  their  own  particular  meetings,  and  such  others  as 
attended  Friends'  meetings.    Application  was  made  to  the  elders  (per- 
haps) at  each  place,  and  overseers,  to  have  such  meetings  appointed. 
At  Pine  street  1  understood  there  was  considerable  opposition  made  to 
the  request  by  Jonathan  Evans,  and  I  think  one  or  two  of  his  sons,  if  I 
have  been  rightly  informed:  the  meeting,  however,  was  obtained  without 
their  consent.    1  think  two  of  the  elders  of  that  meeting  and  a  pumber  of 
other  Friends  were  strongly  in  favour  of  it.    Meetings  were  also  had  at  the 
other  four  meeting  houses  in  the  city;  but  that  at  Arch  street  was  ob- 
tained much  in  the  same  way.     1  myself,  with  a  companion  of  Priscilla 
Hunt,  who  was  then  travelling  with  her,  applied  to  Caleb  Peirce,  one  of 
the  elders  of  that  meeting,  and  made  application  to  have  such  a  meeting 
appointed.     He  informed  us,  that  their  general  practice  was,  on  such 
occasions,  for  the  elders  to  have  an  interview  with  the  Friend  making 
such  request,  and  to  feel  after  their  concern.     We  informed  him  that 
we  saw  no  necessity  for  that:  she  was  travelling  in  the  order  of  society, 
with  a  certificate  expressive  of  the  unity  and  concurrence  of  her  friends 
at  home;  and  all  we  wanted  was  for  him  to  have  the  notice  spread  for 
the  meeting,  and  enjoined  it  upon  him  to  do  so.     He  informed  us  that 
he  should  consult  Friends  on  the  subject,  but  gave  us  no  assurance  of 
the  meeting  being  appointed.     I  understood  they  had  a  conference  that 
evening  on  the  subject;  the  elders,  perhaps,  and  overseers,  and  perhaps 
some  others  of  that  meeting;  considerable  opposition  was  made  to  the 
appointment  of  the  meeting,  I  think  by  himscl^  and  perhaps  by  Thomas 
Steward  son,  another  elder  of  that  meeting.    They  were,  however,  over- 
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owered  by  numbers  who  were  in  favour  of  it,  and  the  meeting  was 
ppointed.  At  the  other  meetings  there  was  but  little  opposition  made: 
one  at  Green  street,  nor  at  Twelfth  street,  I  think,  as  I  i^ecollect. 
'here  was  some  hesitation,  and  some  delay,  and  a  good  deal  of  caution 
Bed  at  the  north  meeting  before  she  was  admitted.  She  accomplished 
er  visit  in  these  parts,  I  believe,  to  almost  universal  satisfaction,  with 
few  exceptions  in  the  city,  and  returned  home;  having,  as  she  informed 
le  herself,  visited  all  the  meetings  that  were  then  established,  (that  is, 
'hile  she  was  engaged  on  the  visit,)  meetings  of  Friends,  I  mean,  on 
ie  continent  of  America;  except,  perhaps,  three  or  four  in  the  western 
art  of  Pennsylvania,  which  she  expected  to  take  in  her  way  home,  and 
believe  did  so. 

As  we  are  now  about  the  period  of  the  opposition  made  to  Elias  Hicks, 
mong  the  instances  referred  to  in  the  question,  it  may  be  proper  to 
tate,  that  in  the  year  1819,  Elias  Hicks,  on  his  return,  I  think,  n*om^a 
isit  to  the  Ohio  Yearly  Meeting,  was  at  our  meeting  at  Darby;  I  think 
Monthly  Meeting,  if  my  recollection  serves.  The  next  day  he  came 
>  Philadelphia,  and  attended  the  Monthly  Meeting  at  Pine  street;  My- 
elf  and  several  other  Friends  from  Darby  were  there.  Elias  was  much 
Dgaged  in  the  public  meeting  previous  to  entering  upon  the  business  of 
tie  Monthly  Meeting,  in  the  exercise  of  his  gift  in  the  ministry.  I  can- 
ot  undertake  at  this  remote  period  to  recite  much  of  bis  testimony,  but 
think  he  was  led  to  speak  pretty  close  doctrine  to  some  who  might 
ave  stood  as  rulers  or  leaders  among  the  people:  and  if  I  remember 
ight,  he  drew  some  comparisons,  that  they  were  going  round  and  round, 
s  it  were,  like  the  children  of  Israel,  and  not  advancing  forward;  and 
ailed  on  the  young  people  in  a  very  affectionate  manner,  not  to  rest  in 
he  traditions  of  the  fathers,  or  something  that  implied  that,  but  to  go 
orward  and  to  advance  the  work  of  reformation.  In  the  meeting  for 
liscipline,  or  perhaps  in  both  that  and  the  foregoing  meeting,  he  was 
sd  to  speak  on  a  subject  that  was  very  near  and  dear  to  his  heart — that 
f  the  oppressed  Africans.  He  had  long  borne  a  faithful  testimony 
.gainst  the  use  of  the  produce  of  slave  labour;  and  he  spoke  pretty  closely 
ID  that  object,  and  seemed,  I  think,  to  point  out,  or  imply,  that  there 
rere  som^who  had  not  stood  faithful  in  the  maintenance  ojf  this  testi- 
Qony,  which  they  had  at  some  former  period  supported;  and  that  they 
rere  rather  taking  a  retrograde  course.  After  he  had  relieved  his  mind 
.pparently  among  the  men,  or  in  the  men's  side  of  the  house,  he  expressed 
» concern  that  he  felt  to  visit  the  women  Friends  in  their  apartment* 
think  the  first  that  spoke  to  it  was  Jonathan  Evans,  if  I  recollect  right. 
le  expressed  some  disapprobation  of  it;  I  do  not  remember  his  words. 
lut  there  were  a  large  number  of  other  Friends  that  expressed  their  full 
inity  with  his  being  left  at  liberty.  Isaac  Lloyd  among  the  rest,  who 
ras  an  elder  of  that  meeting,  and  Isaac  was  named  to  accompany  him 
Dto  the  women's  apartment.  They  had  not  been  long  in  the  women's 
partment,  I  think,  when  a  proposition  was  made  by  Jonathan  Evans 
o  adjourn  the  meeting;  although  the  business  of  the  meeting  was  not 
;one  through  with;  neither  was  it  late  in  the  day,  not  more  than  usual 
[inner  tinoe.  Jonathan  alleged  that  they  were  not  qualified,  he  thought, 
0  proceed  on  with  the  business,  and  said  that  it  had  been  a  very  trying 
•r  painful  meeting  to  him,  or  something  to  that  amount.  There  were 
everal  Friends,  I  think,  a  number,  that  expressed  their  disapprobation 
if  adjourning  the  meeting,  while  Elias  was  engaged  in  the  women's  end, 
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as  an  unprecedented  circumstance.  Thftre  were  among  these^  I  remen 
ber,  William  Wharton,  who  pretty  strongly  objected  to-  it*  John  Hnol 
of  Darby  was  also  there,  and  expressed  his  disapprobation  to  it,  as  i 
thing  unusual;  and  there  were  a  considerable  number  of  others  that  I 
don't  now  so  recollect  as  to  name  them;  there  were,  however,  a  few  iii 
dividuals  that  coincided  with  Jonathan's  proposition,  among  whom,  I 
think,  were  one  or  two  of  his  sons,  and  a  few  others,  and  Jonathan  him- 
self seemed  to  urge  the  measure  further,  and  finally  they  adjourned  the 
meeting.  Several  of  us  remained  at  the  door,  after  that  the  meeting 
was  adjourned.  I  expressed  my  surprise  at  the  time,  and  regret,  to 
several  individuals,  that  such  a  circumstance  had  happened,  as  it  wotdd 
inevitably  be  considered  as  an  act  of  open  hostility,  or  opposition  to 
Elias  Hicks. 

Elias  was  a  considerable  time  in  the  women's  meeting,  engaged  in  his 
gospel  labours  amongst  them,  after  this  adjournment  took  place,  as  ve 
could  hear  his  voice  in  the  yard,  outside  of  the  house.  When  he  caiM 
from  the  women's  apartment,  he  said  he  was  very  much  surprised  s| 
the  circumstance,  but  he  picked  up  his  great  coat,  and  observed,  **il 
was  very  kind  they  had  left  his  coat  for  him."  Isaac  Lloyd  also  seended 
very  much  tried,  and  hurt,  with  the  conduct  of  the  meeting,  in  so  ad- 
journing.— Several  of  us  dined  with  Elias  that  day,  I  think  at  Samuel  R. 
Fisher's;  and  Elias  seemed  to  be  a  good  deal  hurt  with  the  conduct  of  ths 
meeting;  and  asked  the  company  diat  were  present,  if  that  was  the  way 
they  served  strangers  when  they  came  to  visit  them  ?  This  circumstance 
created  a  great  excitement  among  Friends  generally,  who  came  to  the 
knowledge  of  it,  as  it  was  considered  a  very  unusual  and  unprecedented 
thing  in  the  Monthly  Meeting,  and  a  mark  of  great  disrespect  and  pub- 
lic hostility  to  that  eminent  and  dignified  minister  of  the  gospel  of  Christ, 
who,  in  his  former  visits,  as  well  as  at  that  time,  had  been  universiJly 
approved  and  admired,  wherever  he  had  travelled  in  this  part  of  the 
country;  as  was  fully  evinced  by  the  unusually  large  congregations  thai 
assembled  at  his  meetings.  I  think  the  next  visit  that  he  paid  to  Phila* 
delphia  and  these  parts,  was  near  the  close  of  the  year  1832.  I  was  al 
Baltimore  Yearly  Meeting  that  fall,  and  Elias  Hicks  was  then  in  at- 
tendance, with  a  number  of  other  strangers.  I  had,  previously  to  mi 
leaving  home,  just  heard  something  of  the  report  that  Joseph  WhitaS 
had  circulated  m  Philadelphia,  respecting  some  things  that  he  had  heard 
Elias  Hicks  say  at  the  time  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York^  in  thi 
previous  spring. 

[noon.] 

Hearing  the  account  that  had  been  circulated  by  Joseph  Whitall  fron 
one  of  my  neighbours,  suggested  in  a  friendly  way  by  a  person  entirel) 
friendly  to  Elias  Hicks,  it  gave  me  some  concern  and  uneasiness  on  the 
subject  I  had  had  a  great  esteem  for  Joseph  Whitall,  and  I  believe  it 
was  mutual  between  us.  I  took  an  early  opportunity  with  Elias  Hicka 
after  going  to  Baltimore.  I  called  on  him  at  his  lodgings,  I  thinkj  earl] 
in  the  morning,  and  informed  him  that  I  wished  to  have  a  little  conver 
sation  with  him.  He  told  me  that  wc  would  walk  up  into  his  chambei 
where  he  lodged,  and  we  did  so.  I  then  mentioned  to  him  what  I  ha^ 
heard  of  the  report  which  was  then  spreading  in  Philadelphia,  and  thi 
neighbourhood  of  it.  I  don't  recollect  that  I  mentioned  the  particular! 
of  the  charges  that  Joseph  Whitall  had  alleged  against  him;  but  he  in 
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be  carried  awa]r  with  such  tales.  He  gave  me  such  explanations  of  the 
conyersation  that  took  place  between  him  and  Joseph  Whitallt  as  fully 
satisfied  my  mind  on  the  subject,  and  amounted  to  a  denial  of  the  charges, 
and  the  manner  in  which  this  conversation  had  been  represented.  I 
think  he  mentioned  that  there  was  a  Friend  in  New  York  that  had  long 
been  endeavouring  to  injure  his  character  by  spreading  false  reports, 
Thomas  Eddy  by  name,  and  who  perhaps  at  that  time  had  written  a 
certain  letter,  which  has  been  alluded  to  in  the  course  of  this  examina- 
tion, some  copies  of  which  I  think  had  been  sent  on  to  Baltimore,  if  I 
am  not  mistaken.  I  am  not  however  certain  of  this,  or  whether  he  had 
then  himself  received  a  copy  or  not.  We  had  a  good  deal  of  friendly 
conversation  together;  finding  the  openness  and  candour  of  the  man,  I 
was  entirely  satisfied,  as  to  any  impressions  which  the  spreading  of  this 
report  had  had  upon  my  mind.  I  made  some  apologies  to  him  for  the 
freedom  I  had  used  with  him,  being  a  young  man  to  what  he  was;  but 
■e  he  expressed  much  satisfaction  that  I  had  taken  that  liberty;  and  his  es- 
r  teem,  I  believe,  for  me,  was  rather  increased  by  it  He  attended  through 
'  the  various  sittings  of  that  Yearly  Meeting,  and  had  much  religious  ser- 
Tice,  both  in  their  public  meetings  which  were  held  during  the  sessions 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  also  in  the  meetings  for  discipline.  I  think 
it  was  in  the  last  sitting  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  that  an  ancient  Friend 
and  minister,  Evan  Thomas,  as  well  esteemed  perhaps  as  any  Friend 
^  then  living  in  that  Yearly  Meeting,  expressed  his  grea{ satisfaction  with 
\  the  religious  services  of  the  strangers  that  had  iittcnded  that  Yearly 
Meeting,  among  whom  was  included  Elias  Hicks,  who  had. been  the 
most  engaged  of  any  of  the  strangers  that  there  attended  in  religious  ser- 
Tice.  I  returned  home  from  that  Yearly  Meeting;  Elias  Hicks,  I  believe, 
paid  a  visit  to  the  southern  Quarter,  and  to  some  of  the  meetings  of  it. 
On  his  return  from  there,  he  was  at  our  meeting,  I  think,  at  Darby;  and 
I  think  he  spent  two  nights,  if  I  remember  right,  in  Darby,  or  the  neigh- 
bourhood; and  one  of  the  evenings  I  was  with  him,  when  he  produced 
this  letter,  to  which  I  have  alluded,  of  Thomas  Eddy's;  and,  I  think,  re- 
queited  me  to  read  it  to  the  company,  (foi^ there  were  a  considerable 
number  of  Friends  present.)  He  made  his  remarks  upon  it,  as  it  was 
L*  read;  and,  I  think,  pronounced  it  to  be  false  charges,  in  the  general,  I 
^  cannot  remember  particularly.  I  think  it  was  the  next  day  he  came  to 
the  city,  with  a  prospect  of  some  religious  service  in  Philadelphia; 
among  the  rest,  I  believe,  was  that  of  visiting  the  families  of  Green  street 
Monthly  Meeting,  which  visit  he  performed. 

I  was  at  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street  when  he  had  nearly  ac- 
complished his  visit,  perhaps  it  was  reported  so  that  he  expected  to 
finish  that  afternoon  visiting  the  families  of  that  meeting.     The  meeting 

igave  him  an  endorsement,  or  minute,  I  don't  recollect  which,  (it  was 
wrote  on  his  certificate,)  expressive  of  their  great  unity  and  satisfaction 
with  his  visit  and  religious  labours  amongst  them ;  I  think  to  the  best 
of  OBy  recollection,  without  a  dissenting  voice.  There  was  a  remark 
made  by  some  Friend,  to  alter  the  minute,  to  put  a  word  in  it,  or  some- 
thing, when  Leonard  Snowdon  remarked,  that  he  thought  it  would  do ; 
and  it  so  passed  without  any  alteration.  I  wish  to  be  understood  as  giv- 
i  ing  the  substance  of  the  minute,  I  cannot  pretend  to  give  the  exact  words. 
E  It  was  during  this  visit,  and  while  he  was  engaged  in  the  service  of  vi- 
I  siting  the  families  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  that  a  number  of  the  elders 
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in  Philailclptiia,  apparcnily,  li;id  comljiiiPcI  tojfcllier.  anil  i 

tIToris  to  ai  rest  his  prugress  in  the  fuilher  prosecution  o( 

that  lime.     As  I  was  not  present  in  any  of  their  interviews,  I  dont 

to  go  into  the  particulars  that  took  place,  as  1  have  them  only  f 

formation,  ami  can  only  say  that  the  coniluct  of  a  pari  of  the  e1 

Philadelphia  towards  Elias  Hicks,  created  a  great  excitement  in 

cicty  at  large:  and  there  was  a  very  general  disapprobation  of  iheir  H^^^—. 

warrantable  proceedings,  manifested  by  a  very  large  portion  of  the  wm     { 

I'tliink  Elias  paid  another  visit  to  these  parts,  about  the  fall  or  tie 
year  1824,  if  I  remember  right,  near  ihe  close  of  the  year;  and  agali^ 
perhaps,  in  1836.  I  ihink  it  was  at  that  lime,  in  1826,  that  he  attended 
most,  or  all  of  the  meetings  in  Philadelphia,  when  there  was  public  oppi^ 
sition  made  to  him.  In  the  meetings  where  I  was  present.  Pine  street 
was  llie  first,  1  think.  At  the  close  of  his  testimony,  which  was  a  ttrj 
solemn  and  impressive  one,  1  think,  (and  which  was  fully  evinced  by  tbe 
solemnity  of  feeling  that  was  generally  prevalent  over  ihe  meetiagf^ 
Jonathan  Evans  got  up  and  had  considerable  to  say,  evidently  in  oppiH 
silion  to  Elias  Hicks.  He  was  followed  by  Isaac  Lloyd,  another  HOCf 
of  that  meeting,  who  made  some  few  expressions  amounting  to  the  saafi 
thing.  This  created  a  great  excitement  and  sensation  in  the  meetian 
and  a  very  general  disapprobation  of  their  conduct  was  evidently  manK 
fested.  In  the  afternoon  of  the  same  day,  he  attended  western  district 
meeting,  where  there  was  an  unusually  large  assemblage  of  people  col- 
lected; the  house  was  filled,  and  the  yard  around  it  was  nearly  lilled^I 
think,  and  many  hundreds  went  away  for  want  of  room,  as  it  was  thought 
by  many,  and  I  saw  large  companies  going  away. 

Elias  was  largely  engaged  in  the  exercise  of  his  gift  in  that  meetli^, 
and  although  the  house  was  so  exceedingly  crowded  that  many  wei* 
standing  wherever  they  could  get  room  to  stand,  yet  the  meeting  ma 
solemn  and  quiet,  whilst  Elias  was  thus  engaged.  As  soon  as  he  »t 
down,  Thomas  VVistar,  one  of  the  elders  of  that  meeting,  arose  and  ex- 
pressed the  same  kind  of  opposition,  or  at  least,  of  the  same  nature  that 
had  been  manifested  by  Jonathan  Evans  and  Isaac  Lloyd,  in  the  fore- 
noon meeting.  It  produced  a  great  excitement  in  the  meeting,  and  a 
general  indignation  was  manifested,  more  especially  by  the  youth,  I 
t  think,  in  the  galleries,  and  principally,  I  think,  by  them, — some  of  w' 
^  cried  out  to  Thomas  Wistar  to  "sitdown."  I  think  Elias  spoke  n 
ly  to  the  people  and  endeavoured  to  quiet  them,  and  requested  thei 
"  hear  what  the  Friend  had  to  say."  The  meeting,  at  length,  got  quiel. 
Willel  Hicks  from  New  York, was  there,  and  had  ashort  testimony  that 
seemed  to  he  impressive  on  the  meeting.  The  meeting  then  closed 
pretty  much  in  the  quiet;  as  much  so,  as  could  be  expected  after  s 
degree  of  excitement.  Elias,  tbe  next  day,  I  think,  had  a  meeting  in 
the  country,  at  Merlon,  if  I  remember  right.  He  returned  to  the  city, 
and  I  think,  was  at  the  north  meeiing  the  day  following,  when  opposi- 
tion was  again  made  to  him,  by  a  woman-elder  of  that  meeting,  1  think; 
and  what  might  be  called  an  oppotttion  lerTnon,  I  think,  if  sermon  it  could 
be  called,  was  then  and  there  preached  by  Othniel  Alsop.  There  was 
a  very  general  disapprobation  manifested  in  that  meeting  by  a  consider- 
able  portion  of  the  members,  more  particularly  among  the  younger  class, 
by  their  making  some  unseemly  noises  with  their  feet,  perhaps,  in  or- 
der to  prevent  the  opposiliou  ibat  was  making  to  Elias  Hicks.     EUas 
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the  members  of  sociely  had,  to  speak  one  by  o 


Jidcr  that  all 
ctlificd."  1  think  he  returned  home  suoii  alter  this  meeting: 
'[  remember  any  other  particulars  at  present,  respecting  his 
it  that  time.  [The  queslion  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  at  his 
!Sl,  when  he  further  answers,]  I  cannot  be  particular  els  to  the 
|i(imi:,  or  the  year;  but  John  Mott,  a  valuable  minister  oT  the  slate  oT  New 
York,  at  some  lime  previous  to  1837, 1  think  it  was,  attended  the  raeet- 
ping  at  Arch  street;  1  think  it  was  Monthly  Meeting  day,  from  what  I 
have  understood,  and  some  account  he  gave  me  himself,  I  think,  of  that 
ijineeting;  he  was  treated  In  a  very  (as  I  thought)  unbecoming  manner. 
1  think  I  understood,  he  had  treated  a  good  deal  upon  love  and  nniti/, 
i^which  are  very  necessary  things  among  Friends,)  and  during  the  sil- 
iting  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  which  took  place,  there  was  some  hostiliiy, 
.irather  of  a  personal  character,  manifested  towards  him,  and  to  the  sub- 
lectof  his  communications,  1  think,  by  Thomas  Wistar,  and  perhaps 
Jonathan  Kvans,  who  were  there  at  that  meeting,  though  not  members 
piit;  and  also  by  Edward  Bettle,  who  distinguished  himself  on  that  oc- 
jCaaian ;  so  much  so,  that  it  brought  out  Doctor  Joseph  Parrish  in  ihe 
kXptvBsiun  of  a  very  forcible  remonstrance  against  their  conduct.     Jo- 

P'l  Parrish  was  a  member  of  that  meeting.  When  !  spoke  of  hos- 
I,  I  meant  it  to  apply  to  his  communicalion  and  services,  and  not 
im  as  a  man.  There  was  a  Friend  attended  the  Yearly  Meeting 
'hiladelphia,  I  think,  in  the  spring  of  1835,  or  26,  I  cannot  be 
which,  but  am  inclined  to  think  it  was  the  latter;  Nicholas  Brown, 
yirom  Upper  Canada,  and  a  member  of  New  York  Yearly  Meeting,  a 
ntlnister  1  mean}  he  aiiended  the  meeting  in  I'ine  street,  perhaps  it 
jvaa  on  First-day  preceding  the  sittings  of  the  Yearly  Meeting;  what 
Ihesubject  of  his  testimony  was  there,  1  don't  know  that  1  ever  became 
tequainted  with ;  but  he  told  me  himself,  I  think,  that  ■■  if  ever  he  had 
been  favoured  with  a  true  sense  of  the  state  of  a  meeting,  he  thought  he 
Iwas  in  that  meeting;"  and  I  inferred  from  thai,  that  he  had  been  led  to 
communicate  some  clote  doctrine. 

1  think  on  Second-day  evening  I  walked  the  street  with  him,  and  wc 
IMW  Jonathan  Evans  walking  before,  or  perhaps  standing,     lie  was  at 
Samuel  ilettle's  door  at  the  time.     He  asked  me  who  that  man  was,  or 
Ihat  Friendc  I  told  him  it  was  Jonathan  Evans.   He  said  he  had  attacked 
btm  very  severely,"  and  made  some  charges  against  him,  of  preaching 
ioelrint  that— or  at  least  of  saying  some  things,  that  he  had  not  said  thai 
nar>   I  do  not  recollect  the  particular  matters  that  Jonathan  had  charged 
lliim  with,  or  I  should  relate  them.     But  it  was  very  evident  that  he  felt 
Ihlmself  very  much  hurl  at  Jonathan's  conduct  towards  him;  and  I  think 
Jonathan  and  him  had  an  interview  together,  with  several  other  Friends 
»rcual.  who  were  selected  on  the  occasion,  some  lime  during  the  sit- 
ings of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  at  its  close.     As  this  is  from  hearsay, 
'i  cannot  tell  what  look  place;  but  I  understood  thai  he  was  not  ycl  satis- 
M,  and  Jonathan  dented  some  of  the  charges  that  he  had  first  made 
i^nit  him. 

During  the  sittings  of  ihe  Yearly  Meeting,  he,  Nicholas  Brown, 
»penc4  a  prospect  of  visiting  the  women's  meeting.  There  were  some 
)faiectlons  made  lo  ii,  1  think,  by  Jonathan  Evans,  and  one  or  two  more; 
UH  Ihtwgh  a  large  number  of  Friends  i:»pie33ed  ih-iir  consent  and  ap- 
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I)robalioni  he  did  not  incline  to  perform  the  visit,  and  said  *^  he  would 
et  it  rest  upon  them.** 

I  don't  know  that  I  recollect  any  more  instances  of  strangers. 

It  was  very  evident,  for  several  years  previous  to  1827,  that  there  wu 
what  might  be  called  a  spirii  of  kottiUty  in  some  of  the  elders  and  some 
of  the  leading  members  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  against  some  of  our, 
I  consider  it,  some  of  our  most  eminent  ministers  in  our  own  Yearly 
Meeting;  and  more  especially  against  those  who  did  not,  nor  could  not, 
approve  of  the  proceedings  of  the  elders,  against  Elias  Hicks. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  Samuel  Settle  express  his  unity  with  Elias  Hicks, 
since  the  accusations  were  first  made  against  him  by  the  elders  and 
others? 

A.  Since  the  circumstance  I  first  related,  of  Ellas  attending  Pine 
street  meeting,  I  have  heard  Samuel  Bcttlc  express  his  full  unity  with 
Elias  Hicks.  In  the  fall  of  1820,  Samuel  Bettlc.  William  Newbold,  and 
myself,  went  out  on  a  visit  to  the  Indians,  in  the  western  part  of  the 
state  of  New  York,  and  very  frequently  ou  that  journey  Samuel  Bettle 
expressed  his  satisfaction  with  the  acquaintance  he  had  got  with  Elias 
Hicks,  at  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Ohio,  in  1819,  the  year  before  this  took 
place.  I  think  he  told  me,  that  he  never  had  met  with  a  man  in  his  life 
that  he  had  a  higher  esteem  for,  from  the  acquaintance  that  he  had  got 
with  him,  than  he  had  for  Klias  Hicks.  They  had  attended  that  Yearly 
Mrctin)^  together — had  lodged  at  the  same  house,  and  I  think  in  the 
satnc  room— that  they  had  frequent  conversations  together,  which 
Samuel  ujjjjeared  to  be  pleased  himself,  I  thought,  in  entertaining  us 
with.  He,  Klias,  was  trequently  the  subject  of  conversation  on  that 
journey,  and  I  think  on  every  occasion  Samuel  expressed  or  manifested 
his  full  unity  and  satisfaction  in  being  with  him.  I  think  that  year,  the 
Yrurly  M«!C'tin>;  of  C^hio  had  the  subject  of  revising  their  discipline 
before  them.  They  attended  their  committees  together,  and  I  remem- 
ber he  expressed,  that  he  tliought  Elias  was  much  in  his  place,  and  very 
useful  in  that  Yearly  Meeting. 

1  think  I  recollect  his  stating,  on  one  occasion,  that  himself  and  Elias 
did  not  altogether  unite  upon  some  matter  that  was  agitated  in  the 
Yearly  Meeting;  but  I  heard  of  no  dissatisfaction  that  he  expressed,  in 
any  way,  respecting  the  services  or  doctrines  of  Elias  Hicks,  at  that 
Yearly  Meeting. 

On  Elias's  return  from  that  Yearly  Meeting,  was  the  time  he  attended 
Pine  street  meeting,  before  spoken  ofj  and  after  that  meeting,  he  was 
at  Samuel's  house,  and  Samuel  entertained  him  kindly,  and  treated  him 
as  a  friend  ought  to  treat  another.  And  I  think  at  one  time  he  expressed* 
to  me,  Samuel  did,  that  he  had  no  unity  with  the  conduct  of  Pine  street 
Monthly  Meeting,  in  adjourning  their  meeting  while  Elias  was  in  the 
women's  end. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  William  Jackson  express  his  unity  with  Elias 
Hicks,  since  the  irregular  proceedings  of  the  elders  in  Philadelphia, 
towards  Elias? 

A.  Yes,  I  have,  in  very  full  terms.  About  the  close  of  the  year  1823, 
or  within  a  few  days  of  that  time,  I  was  with  Edward  Hicks,  on  a  visit 
to  the  meetings  of  Friends  within  the  limits  of  the  Western  Quarterly 
Meeting,  or  at  least  to  some  of  the  meetings.  We  were  at  William 
Jackson's  nieciin}>,oi-  the  incctinjj  he  belonged  to—went  home  with  him, 
and  dinedj  and  in  the  course  of  conversation,  he  told  us  he  wanted  1^^ 
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inquire  of  us  about  two  Friends,  that  lived  somewhere  above  Philadel- 
phia, that  had  been  down  to  the  southern  Quarter,  at  the  time  Ellas 
Hicks  attended  there,  and  had  spread  some  reports  about  him  after  their 
return.  He  said  he  had  understood  they  were  under  dealing  for  their 
conduct.  We  told  him  they  were  then  disowned  by  the  Monthly  Meeting 
to  which  they  belonged,  and  had  appealed  to  their  Quarterly  Meeting. 
Why,  he  said,  with  some  surprise,  that  they  had  done  very  wrong~-that 
they  ought  to  have  acknowledged  their  fault  to  the  Monthly  Meeting, 
for  thus  violating  the  good  order  of  society.  He  then  informed  us^that 
vhen  he  had  been  last  up  at  Philadelphia,  I  think  attending  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  he  had  heard  a  good  deal  of  whispering  about  Elias  Hicks| 
but  he  said  he  had  known  him  a  long  time,  I  think  more  than  forty 
years— he  had  married  his  wife  on  Long  Island,  and  lived  there  many 
years,  and  he  had  always  loved  him,  and  always  had  unity  with  him. 
And  when  Elias  Hicks  was  passing  through  their  part  of  the  country, 
on  his  way  to  Baltimore  Yearly  Meeting,  in  the  fall  of  1822,  he  had 
sent  William  and  his  wife  word  to  meet  him  at  London  Grove  Meeting, 
or  a  request  for  them  to  meet  him  there.  They  went  to  that  meeting, 
and  although,  I  think  were  his  words,  '^  I  had  always  been  satisfied  with 
him  before,  1  never  was  more  so  than  I  was  at  that  meeting."  He  came 
home  with  William,  and  stayed  all  night  at  his  house.  Elias  pursued 
his  journey  to  Baltimore  Yearly  Meeting,  and  I  don't  learn  that  he  had 
any  opportunity  with  Elias,  either  by  personal  interview,  or  hearing 
him  in  public,  from  that  time  until  1  understood  he  had  changed  his 
sentiments  respecting  him,  after  attending  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  Phila- 
delphia the  next  spring,  I  think. 

Q.  Where  is  it  understood  by  common  repute,  that  William  Jackson 
made  his  home  in  Philadelphia,  during  the  Yearly  Meeting  that  he  un- 
derwent a  change  of  sentiment,  in  respect  to  Elias  Hicks? 

A.  I  think  he  lodged  at  Samuel  Bettle's  that  year,  if  I  am  not  mis- 
taken. I  wont  be  positive  about  it;  but  I  called  in  there,  I  think,  several 
times,  during  the  Yearly  Meeting,  with  a  view  of  seeing  my  kinsman 
William  Jackson.  (I  think  it  was  that  year.)  I  remember,  however,  a 
I'ricnd  in  my  neighbourhood,  where  William  Jackson  frequently  stop- 
ped and  lodged  on  his  way  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  I  think  mentioned 
that  he  had  some  conversation  with  William  Jackson  about  Elias  Hicks, 
previous  to  his  going  to  the  city;  and  perhaps  he  gave  him  some  caution 
against  being  carried  away  by  the  reports,  that  were  then  in  circulation, 
at  which  William  seemed  rather  surprised  that  any  body  should  think 
that  Ae  could  think  unfavourably  of  Elias  Hicks.  But  on  his  (William's) 
return  from  that  Yearly  Meeting,  it  was  frequently  reported  that  Wil- 
liam had  changed  his  views  in  regard  to  Elias  Hicks.  I  had  no  conver- 
sation with  him  myself,  on  the  subject,  after  the  time  I  have  mentioned 
at  his  own  house,  1  think,  that  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Were  you  appointed  a  representative  from  the  southern  Quarter, 
to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  in  1826,  and  if  so,  state  the  circumstances? 

At  the  closejof  the  witnesses  answer  this  afternoon,  to  the  question  put 
before  noon,  and  which  he  was  engaged  in  answering  at  noon,  and  be- 
fore any  other  question  was  put  to  the  witness,  Mr.  Sloan  alleged  that 
an  urgent  business  required  his  absence  for  the  remainder  of  the  day  and 
icMnorrow;  and  the  examination  was  continued  by  consent  of  the  par- 
ties and  counsel  in  his  absence. 

.\djourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  9  o'clock. 


46 

Saturday\iiorning;,  Dec.  1 1,  1830,  at  9  o'clock.     Examination  of  Hal- 
liday  Jackson,  continued. 

(Witness  in  answer  to  the  question  proposed  last  evening,  proceeds.] 
was  so  appointed,  as  appears  by  a  minute  of  that  Quarter^  dated  the 
30th  of  Eighth-month,  1826.  I  received  a  copy  of  the  minute  from  tkit 
Quarter,  some  time  soon  after,  by  which  it  appeared  that  Joseph  Parrish, 
John  Wilson  Moore,  and  myself,  were  chosen  by  that  Quarter  to  repi^ 
sent  them  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings.  Abraham  Lower's  name  wu 
also  contained  in  the  minute,  as  continuing  a  representative  of  that  Qoar* 
ter.  Under  which  appointment  he  had  stood  for  several  yean  pre^oM 
to  that  time.  Having  each  of  us  received  a  copy  of  this  minutCy  we  ll^ 
tended  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  if  my  recollection  serves  met  hi 
Ninth-month  following  the  appointment.  Our  minutes,  or  at  least  OM 
or  two  of  them,  which  contained  all  the  names,  was  laid  on  the  clerkli 
table.  Jonathan  Evans,  who  was  then  clerk  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferiam 
read  an  opening  minute,  and  I  think  called  over  the  names  of  the  menbeii 
of  that  meeting  as  they  stood  on  the  list,  I  suppose.  I  think  he  then  real 
one  of  the  minutes  we  had  laid  on  the  table,  and  then  he  picked  up  a  paper 
that  lay  on  the  table,  apparently  as  though  he  did  not  know  what  it  cor 
tained,  but  observed,  that  perhaps,  it  had  some  reference  to  the  subject 
then  before  the  meeting,  and  I  think  he,  himself,  or  some  other  Frieadi 
might  have  been  nominated  to  go  out  and  examine  it  previous  to  its  be* 
ing  read.  I  think  four  Friends  were  named,  who  withdrew  with  the 
paper,  and  when  they  returned  they  proposed  its  being  read.  It  wai 
read  accordingly,  and  appeared  to  be  a  letter  from  Caleb  Peirce  aid 
Isaac  Lloyd,  who  had  stood  previous  to  that  for  some  time  as  repreacft* 
tatives  for  the  southern  Quarter,  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings.  Hea^ 
ing  the  paper  but  once  read,  I  cannot  undertake  to  state  the  particularii 
but  I  think  the  amount  of  it  was,  a  kind  of  remonstrance  against  the 
proceedings  of  the  southern  Quarter,  in  releasing  them  from  their  ap 
pointment  as  representatives  from  that  Quarter.  This  unusual  and 
expect  altogether  unprecedented  circumstance  as  it  regarded  a 
stranceof  that  kind,  brought  on  a  considerable  discussion.  There  weM. 
number  of  Friends  who  expressed  considerable  uneasiness,  or  alantt| 
the  liberty  that  the  southern  Quarter  had  taken  in  releasing  those  t 
representatives  without  their  consent,  or  their  requesting  them  so  to 
I  think  there  were  several,  if  my  recollection  is  right,  Samuel 
was  one  of  the  prominent  ones,  Thomas  Stewardson,  Thomas 
perhaps  Jonathan  Evans  and  Joseph  Whitall,  and  some  others*  whoai 
names  I  cannot  now  remember,  seemed  to  express  considerable  alaralf 
lest  this  precedent  which  the  southern  Quarter  had  set,  should  go  to 
produce  an  unsettlement  in  that  meeting,  or  revolution  in  the  orgaain- 
tion  of  it ;  something  to  that  amount.  Some  of  them  tried  to  make  it 
appear  that  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  was  a  permanent  body;  that  the 
representatives  from  the  different  Quarters,  could  not  be  changed  with- 
out their  own  request,  except  in  cases  of  delinquency,  which  is  provided 
for  in  the  discipline.  There  were  a  number  of  Friends  on  the  other  side 
of  the  question,  more  especially  from  the  country  meetings,  that  were  in 
favour  of  receiving  the  representation  from  the  southern  Quarter,  u 
then  made  by  the  minute  that  I  have  alluded  to.  There  was  then  a  pro- 
position made  to  nominate  a  few  Friends  to  take  the  matter  under  con- 
sideration and  report  to  a  future  meeting,  without  any  thing  specifically 
pointed  out.     They  were  so  named,  I  think,  to  the  number  of  seven  or 
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eight,  perhaps  more.  We  then  made  an  attempt  to  withdraw,  I  mean 
the  three  that  were  new  members,  but  we  were  requested  to  remain  that 
sitting,  and  we  did  so. 

I  think  in  Twelfth-month  again  John  Wilson  Moore  and  myself  attend- 
ed the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  which  was  the  time  to  which  the  meeting 
had  adjourned,  as  we  considered  ourselves  legally  authorized  to  have  a 
seat  in  that  meeting,  in  the  order  of  discipline.     After  the  opening  mi- 
nute was  read  by  Jonathan  Evans,  and  the  names  called  over  as  usual, 
from  the  old  list,  the  clerk  got  up  and  stated  that  there  were  two  of  the 
members  who^had  produced  minutes  at  the  former  meeting,  present,  and 
he  thought  it  was  improper  for  them  to  remain,  until  the  matter  was 
settled  between  that  meeting  and  the  southern  Quarter,  or  something  to 
that  amount.     After  remonstrating  against  their  conduct  as  unauthor- 
ized by  discipline,  and  informing  them  that  according  to  the  trust  that 
the  southern  Quarter  had  reposed  in  us,  we  should  feel  it  our  duty  to 
gkwe  that  Quarter  official  information  of  the  subject,  or  the  manner  in 
which  we  had  been  received;  and  requested  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings 
so  far  to  comply  with  the  discipline  as  to  state  the  case  fairly  on  their 
minutes,  in  order  that  it  might  come  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  an 
oflicial  way.    We  then  withdrew;  and  on  conferring  with  Doctor  Joseph 
Parrish,  we  all  three  united  in  forwarding  a  letter  to  the  southern  Quar- 
ter, with  our  names  signed  to  it.     It  was,  however,  thought  best,  after 
understanding  that  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  had  appointed  a  com- 
mittee to  visit  the  southern  Quarter  on  the  subject,  that  some  one  of  us 
should  also  attend  that  Quarter.    It  fell  to  my  lot  to  do  so,  and  I  attended 
that  Quarter  in  the  latter  end  of  Second-month  following,  then  held  at 
lattle  Creek.    I  there  met  with  Samuel  Bettle,  Philip  Price,  and  John 
Cooke,  who  appeared  to  be  a  part  of  the  committee  that  were  named  to 
attend  that  Quarter  by  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings.    The  letter  that  was 
written  and  signed  by  the  other  two  and  myself,  was  read  by  the  clerk 
of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  I  think,  after  the  usual  business  of  the  meeting 
was  gone  through.     Samuel  Bettle  then  produced  a  minute,  purporting 
to  be  a  minute  from  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings:  as  I  heard  it  but  once 
readf  and  it  is  so  long  since,  I  cannot  give  the  particulars  of  it,  but  I 
think  it  purported  to  be  a  kind  of  request  that  that  Quarter  should  per- 
haps nominate  some  Friends  to  confer  with  them  on  the  subject.     The 
Quarterly  Meeting,  however,  I  think  it  may  be  said,  that  all,  -perhaps, 
■early  all  those  who  are  in  the  habit  of  speaking  in  meetings,  came  out 
unanimously  against  going  into  any  measure  to  reconsider  their  proceed- 
uigs  in  their  appointment  of  representatives.     They  strenuously  and 
manfully  asserted  their  rights  as  a  Quarterly  Meeting,  agreeably  to  dis- 
cipline, to  choose  such  members  to  represent  them  in  the  Meeting  for 
Sufferings  as  they  were  satisfied  with:  and  such,  they  said,  they  had 
chosen.    The  committee  that  were  there  used  a  great  many  arguments, 
which  I  cannot  now  undertake  to  recite  particularly;  but  the  amount  of 
it  was  to  induce  that  Quarter  to  go  into  a  reconsideration  of  the  subject, 
and  to  nominate  a  few  FriendsLjo  confer  with  them,  in  order,  as  they 
said,  that  the  thing  might  b^nssahly  settled.     I  think  Samuel  Bettle 
displayed,  in  a  very  eminentlEumner,  his  wonted  ingenuity  and  ability 
in  his  endeavours  to  convince  the  members  of  that  Quarter  that  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings  was  a  permanent  body^  and  not  subject  to  be 
changed  in  that  way^  except  in  cases  of  delinquency,  which  I  have  al- 
ready stated  are  provided  u>r  in  the  discipline.     It  was  all,  however,  of 


48 

no  avail,  as  to  making  any  impression  on  the  meeting,  and  the  mectin 
unitedly  agreed  to  make  a  statement  on  their  minutes  of  the  circunr 
stances  of  the  case,  and  forward  it  in  their  report  to  the  Yearly  Meetin| 
in  order  to  have  their  grievances  redressed  by  that  body.  It  was  so  foi 
warded  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  1827,  and  was  there  put  by,  with  som 
other  important  matters,  without  any  determination  in  the  case.  I  thin) 
this  circumstance  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  assuming  the  power  ti 
reject  the  representation  of  a  Quarterly  Meeting,  produced  as  great  i 
sensation  throughout  the  society,  as  perhaps  any  other  circumstance  thai 
occurred  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827.  Friends  were  begin- 
ning to  be  alarmed  that  the  rights  of  Quarterly  Meetings  should  be  thai 
invaded  by  a  body  acting  only  as  a  committee  of  the  Yearly  Meeting 
and  having  no  such  powers  guaranteed  to  them  by  the  discipline. 

Q.  By  the  constitution  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  had  the  Qua^ 
terly  Meetings  the  right  to  change  their  representatives  therein? 

Witness.  Is  there  a  book  of  discipline  here?  [The  Discipline  Exhibit 
No.  13,  was  handed  the  witness.]     Shall  I  read  from  it? 

Counsel.  Yes,  if  there  is  any  thing  relating  to  it. 

Witness  reads  from  page  54:^-^*' In  order  that  this  Yearly  Meeting, 
with  its  several  branches,  might  be  properly  represented  in  the  interims 
thereof,  on  emergent  occasions,  a  meeting  was  instituted  anno  domini 
1756,  by  the  name  of 'The  Meeting  for  Sufferings,*  which  it  was  agreed 
should  consist  of  twelve  Friends,  appointed  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  living 
in  or  near  Philadelphia,  for  the  convenience  of  getting  soon  together] 
and  also  of  four  Friends,  chosen  out  of  each  of  the  Quarterly  Meetings, 
who  were  directed  to  meet  together  in  Philadelphia  forthwith,  for  the 
regulation  of  its  future  meetings,  which  are  subject  to  the  following 
rules."  One  of  which  is,  (page  55.)  '*In  case  of  the  decease  of  anj 
Friend  or  Friends,  nominated  either  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  or  Quarterly 
Meetings,  or  of  their  declining,  or  neglecting,  their  attendance  for  the 
space  of  twelve  months,  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  if  it  be  thought  ex- 
pedient, may  choose  others  in  his  or  their  stead,  to  serve  till  the  time 
of  the  next  Yearly  Meeting,  or  till  the  places  of  those  who  have  repre- 
sented the  Quarterly  Meetings  shall  be  supplied  by  new  appointments." 
From  which  I  infer,  that  the  Quarters  have  a  full  right  to  choose  their 
own  members;  and  in  the  very  nature  and  constitution  of  things,  the 
body  that  has  a  right  to  choose  has  also  a  right  to  remove  at  their  plea* 
sure.  By  a  minute  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  appears  to  be  dated  in 
Ninth-month,  1761— [The  witness  produced  an  ancient  manuscript,  and 
was  proceeding  to  speak  or  read  from  it,  when,  at  the  suggestion  ol 
Joseph  Hendrickson,  in  the  absence  of  his  counsel,  it  was  admitted  hj 
the  counsel  of  the  complainant,  and  Stacy  Decow,  that  no  advantage 
should  be  taken  of  the  absence  of  the  opposing  counsel,  in  reference  to 
reading,  or  offering  in  evidence,  the  paper  in  question;  and  that  any 
proper  objection  to  the  same,  if  any  shall  be  made,  shall  be  considered 
as  made  at  this  time,  and  in  its  proper  place.] 

The  witness  proceeds, — I  will  give  what  knowledge  I  have  of  the  au- 
thenticity of  this  paper.  I  think  I  first  saw  it,  this  paper  that  I  hold  in 
my  hands,  in  Joseph  Turner's  house,  who  is  a  member  of  the  southern 
Quarterly  Meeting,  and  who  informed  me»— [Mr.  Price  interrupts  the 
witness,  and  requests  him  to  speak  of  his  knowledge  of  the  handwriting, 
or  of  the  usages  of  the  society  in  reference  to  the  authenticity  of  such  a 
paper.]    It  appears  to  b^  ^^  Extracts  from  the  Minutes  of  the  Yearly 
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Meeting  for  Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey,  held  at  Philadelphia  by  ad- 
journments from  the  36th  of  Ninth-month,  1761,  to  the  SOth  of  the  same 
inclusive;"  of  course  ten  years  before  I  was  born:  but  from  my  earliest 
recollection  of  attending  meetings  for  discipline,  it  was  the  usual  prac- 
tice for  extracts  to  come  down  from  the  Yearly  Meeting,  (or  to  be  sent 
dowoy  more  properly,)  to  the  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meetings,  in  the 
Mune  manner  as  this  appears  to  have  done.  It  is  signed  by  **  James 
Pemberton"  as  **  clerk  to  the  meeting  this  year;*'  **  copy  examined  by 
George  Churchman,"  whose  handwriting  it  appears  to  be  in.  George 
Churchman  was  a  Friend  well  known  to  me,  and  whose  handwriting  I 
was  well  acquainted  with,  having  at  divers  times  received  letters  from 
him;  and  I  think  I  feel  no  hesitation  in  saying  I  believe  this  to  be  his 
handwriting. 

Q.  From  George  Churchman's  standing  and  services  in  the  society, 
have  you  reason  to  believe  that  he  was  authorized  as  assistant  clerk,  or 
in  tome  other  capacity,  to  copy  and  send  that  instrument  as  it  is  directed 
on  behalf  of  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  have  no  other  knowledge  of  the  facts  than  that  I  know  him  to 
have  been  a  very  active  and  worthy  member  of  society:  and  I  think,  if  I 
recollect,  when  I  was  young,  he  was  clerk  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting, 
perhaps,  of  which  I  was  a  member.  There  seems  to  be  an  impression 
on  my  mind,  of  hearing  of  his  being  either  clerk  or  assistant  clerk  of 
the  Yearly  Meeting  at  some  period  of  his  life;  and  I  think,  from  his  well 
known  standing  in  society,  and  from  his  qualifications  for  such  a  service, 
it  is  altogether  probable  that  he  was  assistant  clerk  at  the  time  this 
record  was  made. 

The  counsel  now  offered  the  paper  in  evidence,  (subject  to  any  objec- 
tion which  may  hereafter  be  made,  if  it  be  not  sufficiently  proven,)  and 
it  is  marked  by  me  Exhibit  D^on  the  part  of  the  complainant  and  Stacy 
Decow. 

The  witness  proceeds  >— I  will  now  read  one  paragraph  from  these 
extracts  in  relation  to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings :^reads;}  **The  mi- 
nutes of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  for  the  year  past,  being  laid  before 
this  meeting,  were  by  direction  read  over,  and  Friends  expressed  their 
satisfaction  with  the  proceedings  thereof,  and  agreed  to  continue  the 
laid  meeting,  in  the  same  manner  it  is  now  constituted;  reserving  to 
each  Quarterly  Meeting  their  privilege  of  changing  their  representativet 
when  they  may  think  proper.'*  I  may  further  state,  that  I  have  attended 
Yearly  Meetings,  I  think,  for  thirty  years  past,  and  some  few  previous 
to  that  time.  For  a  long  time,  when  the  minutes  of  the  Meeting  for 
Sufferings  were  read  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  after  the  remarks  that  might 
be  made  with  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  that  meeting,  there  was  ge- 
nerally a  minute  made  expressive  of  such  remarks,  and  the  meeting 
continued  to  the  services  that  were  delegated  to  it  by  the  Yearly  Meeting: 
and  I  do  not  remember  any  change  being  made  with  regard  to  the  au- 
thority of  its  constitution,  or  any  sentiment  ever  offered  to  convey  an 
idea  that  it  was  a  permanent  body,  until  the  time  I  have  before  mentioned, 
when  the  representatives  from  the  southern  Quarter  were  rejected  a  seat 
in  that  meeting. 

I  will  add  a  little  furtherr-^I  don't  recollect  any  particular  dissatis- 
bction  being  expresied  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
eMdings  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  until  the  year  1823,  when  some 
I         ia  were  pml^aMTon  their  minutes,  purporting  to  be  taken  from 


the  writings  of  ancient  Friends;  though  references,  I  think,  were  not 
generally  made  to  the  authors  and  places  from  whence  they  were  taken. 
This  circumstance  produced  a  very  considerable  excitement  in  the  Yearly 
Meeting;  not  so  much,  I  believe,  at  least  it  is  my  apprehension,  as  it 
regarded  the  matter  contained  in  those  extracts,  as  from  the  apprehen- 
sions of  the  design  for  which  they  were  intended  to  be  used:  as  might 
be  inferred  from  the  commotions  that  had  already  taken  place  within 
the  Yearly  Meeting,  principally  occasioned  by  the  combination  of  elders 
in  Philadelphia,  which  has  been  before  spoken  of. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  the  select  Yearly  Meeting  immediately  preceding 
the  general  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827? — and  if  so,  state  what  unusual  cir- 
cumstances took  place  therein,  evidencing  a  division  in  the  society.         |; 

A.   I  did  attend  that  meeting.     There  was  a  considerable  difficulty 
took  place  in  that  meeting,  which  caused  a  great  division  of  sentiments, 
and  which  appeared  to  be  cu:casioned  by  something  that  was  brought  up 
in  one  of  the  reports,  or  rather  from  the  report  from  the  Quarterly  Meet- 
ing of  ministers  and  elders  held  in  Philadelphia.    And,  perhaps,  to  trace 
the  origin  of  that  report,  I  may  begin  at  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  mi- 
nisters and  elders  held  in  Philadelphia  preceding  the  Yearly  Meeting  of 
that  year.    I  think  I  was  then  in  attendance.    It  is  the  practice  in  those 
Quarterly  Meetings  of  ministers  and  elders,  to  receive  reports  from  each 
of  the  Preparative  Meetings  of  ministers  and  elders  that  constitute  that 
Quarter.     I  think,  if  I  recollect,  that  Quarter  was  composed  of  seven  or 
eight  Preparative  Meetings  of  this  kind,  some  from  the  country.    They 
were  generally  as  full  and  clear,  (the  reports  from  the  Preparadve  Meet* 
ings  I  speak  of,)  with  regard  to  the  state  and  soundness  of  the  ministryf 
which  one  of  the  queries  requires  an  answer  to,  as  is  usual  on  such  oc-!' 
casions,  except  the  one  from  Pine  street  Preparative  Meeting  of  minis' 
ters  and  elders,  which  conveyed  something  of  a  very  singular  characteri 
for  although,  if  I  recollect,  there  was  no  complaint  made  with  regard  to 
their  own  ministers,  yet  it  stated,  I  think,  in  substance,  '^hat  there  were 
some  who  came  amongst  them  that  promulgated  doctrines  that  went  to 
destroy  the  foundation  of  the  christian  religion ;"  or  something  to  that 
import,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect:  I  do  not  pretend  to  give  the  words- 
This  was  laid  hold  of  by  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  eldersy 
and  incorporated  in  their  report  to  the  Yearly  Meeting;  although  the 
other  Preparative  Meetings,  I  think,  conveyed  nothing  in  their  reports 
that  would  warrant  such  a  general  report.    When  the  reports  were  read 
in  the  Yearly  Meeting  to  which  we  are  now  alluding,  (the  meeting  of 
ministers  and  elders,)  all  the  other  Quarterly  Meetings  composing  that 
meeting  had  sent  up  their  reports,  very  much  in  the  usual  way,  without 
any  particular  exceptions,  as  it  regarded  the  state  of  the  ministry,  except 
this  report  from  Philadelphia  Quarter. 

There  were  some  English  Friends  there,  Elizabeth  Robson,  and  Anit 
Jones,  and  George  Jones,  the  husband  of  Ann.  I  think  one  of  these 
English  women,  perhaps  Elizabeth  Robson,  I  am  not  certain  which, 
spoke  first,  made  some  remarks  on  the  nature  of  the  report  from  Phila^ 
dclphia  Quarter,  and  stated,  that  if  all  the  other  Quarters  had  been  as 
honest  as  that  Quarter,  they  would  have  given  very  different  reports 
from  what  they  had  done,  in  relation  to  the  soundness  of  the  ministry, 
I  wish  to  be  understood,  as  giving  what  I  believe  to  be  only  the  sub- 
stance  of  those  communications,  it  is  impossible  to  give  the  exact  lan- 
guage.   She  was  supported  in  those  views  by  the.  other  English  Friends 
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oilicial  documents  that  had  come  up  from  the  different  Quarterly  Meet- 
ings of  ministers  and  elders,  and  were  regularly  signed  by  their  clerks, 
so  far  as  I  now  recollect.  The  views  that  were  expressed  by  the  English 
Friends  appeared  to  be  coincided  with  by  a  number,  I  think  principally 
by  some  of  the  active  members  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia, 
and  perhaps  a  few  from  the  country.  A  proposition  was  made  by  Wil- 
liam Jackson,  that  perhaps  it  might  be  right  or  best,  to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee to  inspect  into  the  state  of  things  that  had  produced  that  report, 
and  as  I  first  understood  him,  I  thought  his  views  were  confined  to  Phi- 
ladelphia Quarter,  from  whence  the  complaint  came.  There  was  some 
opposition  made  to  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  as  if  1  made  some  remark 
myself,  that  if  the  committee  was  confined  to  that  Quarter  in  their  visit, 
I  had  no  objection  to  such  a  committee;  at  least  that  was  my  impression 
at  the  time.  It  was  soon  however  strongly  urged,  that  the  state  of  so- 
ciety required  that  the  visit  should  be  made  general,  to  the  subordinate 
meetings  throughout  the  Yearly  Meeting.  This,  however,  was  strongly 
opposed  by  a  number  of  individuals,  principally  perhaps  from  the  coun- 
try; but,  1  think,  a  few  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia.  It 
was,  however,  strenuously  urged  by  a  considerable  number  of  the  active 
and  leading  members  of  the  Philadelphia  Quarter,  and  some  fronv  the 
country,  that  such  a  committee  should  be  appointed;  and  Jonathan 
Evans  being  clerk  at  the  table,  made  a  minute  to  that  eflfect.  And  not- 
withstanding the  opposition  to  the  measure  was  still  going  on,  he  took 
down  the  names  of  the  following  Friends,  viz:  Samuel  Bettle,  William 
Jackson,  Jonathan  Evans,  Thomas  Wistar,  Hinchman  Haines,  William 
Newbold,  Joseph  Whitall,  William  Allinson,  Sarah  Cresson,  Jane  Bet- 
lie,  Hannah  Whitall,  Elizabeth  Reeve,  Mary  Wistar,  Elizabeth  Allin- 
son, and  Mary  Morton,  which  appears  from  a  minute  of  that  meeting,  in 
Jonathan  Evans's  own  handwriting,  1  take  it,  signed  by  himself  as  clerk. 
[[The  witness  having  the  paper  in  his  hand,  from  which  he  read  the 
names  aforesaid.]]  And  by  which  it  appears  also,  a  considerable  portion 
of  this  committee  are  taken  out  of  Philadelphia — two  men  and  their 
wives,  residing  in  the  city;  Joseph  Whitall,  and  his  wife;  one  man,  and 
his  sister,  and  the  whole  fourteen  altogether  of  that  party,  which  has 
been  denominated  Orthodox.  It  being  evidently  of  such  a  party  cha- 
racter, and  its  design  being  well  understood,  Friends  could  take  no  part 
in  the  nomination  by  acknowledging  such  a  committee,  being  appointed 
in  the  manner  it  was.  This  circumsfance  produced  a  very  sensible  ef- 
fect upon  the  minds  of  a  large  portion  of  the  members  of  that  meeting, 
and  from  the  evident  appearance  of  the  measures  that  appeared  to  be  in 
operation  by  that  dominant  party,  they  were,  led  to  consftler  what  steps 
would  be  best  to  take  in  the  tried  and  conflicting  state  of  society.  This 
meeting  being  held  on  the  seventh  day  of  the  week,  it  adjourned  to  meet 
again,  1  think,  on  the  next  Fourth-day  morning,  if  I  remember  right. 
The  circumstance  of  the  appointment  of  this  committee,  so  much  out  of 
the  unity,  and  evidently  for  a  party  purpose,  had  such  an  effect  on  the 
mind  of  John  Comly,  one  of  our  worthiest  members  and  a  minister,  that 
after  the  opening  of  the  meeting  held  on  Fourth-day  morning,  he  made 

<-  a  solemn  appeal  to  that  assemiily,  to  reconsider  the  subject  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  that  committee,  in  order,  if  possible,  to  preserve  the  har- 

'    mony  of  society.     There  were  some  very  quick,  two  or  three  made  some 
angry  remarks;  I  don't  want  to  mention  their  names,  that  the  subject 
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should  ag;ain  be  brought  up  before  that  meeting.  John  Cox,  however, 
who  was  assistant  clerk,  and  sat  by  the  table,  and  had  i^lways  beea 
known  to  be  a  man  of  moderation,  and  disposed  for  reconciliattoo,  got 
up  and  stated,  that  the  proposition  had  been  made,  he  thought,  in  i 
solemn  manner,  and,  he  thought,  at  least,  it  required  the  consideradoi 
of  that  meeting.  There  was  then  a  great  deal  of  expression  by  etch 
party,  I  think,  or  on  each  side,  but  it  resulted  in  the  same  way  as  it  hid 
done  on  Seventh-day,  that  is,  in  the  continuance  of  that  committeei  al- 
though it  was  evident,  that  there  was  no  more  unity  in  the  measare,if  lo 
much,  as  there  was  at  the  former  meeting. 

Q.  In  the  general  Yearly  Meeting  of  Fourth-month,  1837,  were  the 
proceedings  conducted  in  the  usual  harmony  and  order  of  society? 

A.  No — they  were  very  far  from  it.  I  think  the  first  sitting  of  thB 
Yearly  Meeting  got  along  much  in  the  usual  way;  on  Second-day  fore* 
noon,  in  which  the  time  is  usually  occupied  in  calling  over  the  represen- 
tatives from  the  respective  Quarterly  Meetings;  in  reading  the  certitr 
cates  of  strangers  who  may  be  there  from  other  Yearly  Meetings;  ii 
reading  the  epistles  that  are  received  from  other  Yearly  Meetings,  geae* 
rally;  and  in  appointing  a  committee  to  reply  to  those  epistles;  nd 
sometimes,  perhaps,  appointing  a  committee  to  settle  the  treasurer't 
account — how  it  was  that  year,  as  to  this  last  particular,  I  can't  say.  At 
the  close  of  the  first  sitting,  the  representatives  were  requested  or  enjoin* 
ed  to  remain  together,  *^  to  confer  on  the  subject,  and  report  to  the  meet*  | 
ing  the  name  of  a  person  to  serve  it  as  clerk,  and  one  to  assut  him  for.  } 
the  present  year."  The  meeting  then  adjourned,  perhaps  to  the  fourth  * 
hour,  which  is  the  usual  hour.  I  don't  recollect  that  it  was  sooner  that 
year.  A  large  portion  of  the  members  had  collected  at  the  houi*  of  ad« 
journment^-it  was  found  that  the  representatives  were  still  occupying 
the  house.  I  did  not  arrive  in  the  yard,  I  think,  until  the  house  was 
opened.  I  met  one  of  the  representatives  just  outside  of  the  yard, 
walking*  very  fast,  and  said  he  must  go  somewhere  and  get  his  dinner. 

As  soon  as  the  meeting  convened  and  got  in  some  degree  of  settle* 
ment,  the  clerk,  Samuel  Bettle,  read  an  opening  minute,  as  usual.  John 
Cox  then  rose  and  stated  to  the  meeting,  I  think,  as  near  as  I  can  recol« 
lect  in  substance,  that  he  had  been  instructed  to  report,  that  the  repre- 
sentatives could  not  agree  in  the  choice  of  a  clerk,  or  to  report  any  name, 
whether  he  said  clerk  or  clerks,  I  cannot  say,  or  whether  both  the  clerk 
and  assistant  were  included.  There  was  some  person  spoke,  but  I  can- 
not.undertake  to  say  who,  that  seemed  to  doubt  the  authority  of  John 
Cox. to  make  such  report,  from  any  instructions  from  the  body  of  repre- 
sentatives;  and  a  scene  of  confusion  ensued,  which  I  am  not  able  to  de- 
scribe. It  appeared  to  m^,  to  be  for  some  time  confined  to  the  represen- 
tatives, from  what  I  could  discover;  and  from  whose  sentiments  I  soon 
discovered  that  there  had  been  great  confusion  amongst  them.  After 
debating  the  matter  a  good  while,  there  was  some,  perhaps  different, 
propositions  made,  some  for  referring  it  again  to  the  representatives,  I 
think,  but  I  discovered  from  the  sentiments  of  a  few  individuals  of  one 
party,  that  they  did  not  wish  it  again  referred  to  them :  perhaps  I  had 
better  designate  the  party,  I  mean  those  termed  Orthodox;  (and  who  ap- 
peared to  be  satisfied  with  the  term.)  After  this  state  of  things  had  con- 
tinued for  some  time,  William  Jackson  got  up,  and  stated  to  the  meeting, 
that  he  had  been  in  the  habit  of  attending  Yearly  Meetings,  perhaps  he 
said,  for  sixty  years,  or  near  it,  and  it  had  always  been  the  practice  to 
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:ontinue  the  old  clerk  until  a  new  one  could  be  appointed,  or  perhaps 
intil  the  representatives  could  agree  in  the  choice  of  one.     I  don't  pr^- 
:end  to  give  his  words. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  two  o'clock,  in  the  afternoon. 

Monday,  December  13th,  1830,  at  two  o'clock.     The   parties   and 
:oun8el  in  attendance.    Mr.  Price  for  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow; 
Mr.  Brown,  for  Joseph  Hendrickson. 
Examination  of  Halliday  Jackson  continued. 

[The  witness  proceeds  in  his  answer.] — I  don't  pretend  to  remember 
Lhe  order  exactly,  in  which  these  circumstances  took  place,  and  may 
;>os8ibly  recite  some  circumstances  not  exactly  as  they  did  take  place,  as 
to  the  point  of  time.  I  shall  endeavour  to  state  the  facts  as  they  occur  to 
my  recollection.     I  think  after  William  Jackson  made  that  proposition, 
there  were  a  number  of  persons  who  it  appeared  were  in  favour  of  hav- 
ing Samuel  Bettle  as  clerk,  that  coincided  with  William's  proposition. 
There  were,  however,  a  much  larger  number,  according  to  my  appre- 
hension and  observation,  that  were  opposed  to  him,  and  wished  the  re- 
presentatives to  have  an  opportunity  of  getting  together  again;  perhaps 
tuch  a  proposition  was  made.  There  was,  however,  opposition  to  that, 
and  I  think  a  good  deal  of  it  by  that  part  of  the  represntatives  who  were 
In  favour  of  Samuel  Bettle  acting  as  clerk.     I  don't  recollect  that  I  had 
said  any  thing  myself  on  the  subject,  till  after  that.  I  felt  entirely  calm, 
and  without  feeling,  I  think,  any  excitement.  I  then  made  a  proposition 
mi  near  as  I  now  can  recollect;  that  the  two  clerks,  Samuel  Bettle,  and 
John  Comly,  assistant  clerk,  should  be  permitted  to  proceed  with  the 
bnsiness  that  afternoon;  and  afford  an  opportunity  for  the  representatives 
to  get  together  that  evening,  and  reconsider  the  subject :  and  may  be, 
I  am  not  certain,  but  there  seems  to  be  an  impression  on  my  mind,  that 
I  went  so  far  as  to  say,  that  if  they  could  do  no  better,  they  must  decide 
the  matter  by  a  majority.    This  proposition,  however,  was  strenuously 
opposed  by  the  same  persons,  who  had  united  with  William  Jackson's 
proposition,  or  at  least  who  appeared  to  be  on  that  side  of  the  question. 
I  think  I  remember  particularly,  Thomas  \yistar,  and  Thomas  Steward- 
toOf  who  apparently,  very  warmly  expressed  their  disapprobation  of  my 
proposition.     And  perhaps  there  was  something  said  about  weight,  the 
weighty  part  of  society,  and  of  solid  Friends,  which  were  terms  fre- 
quently made  use  of  by  our  Orthodox  brethren.  There  was  a  great  deal 
said  on  both  sides  of  the  question,  which  it  was  impossible  for  any  to 
relate,  unless  they  had  notes  taken  at  the  time,  which  I  had  not:  and  I 
have  no  doubt  at  all,  but  that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  warmth  on  both 
sides.     There  was,  however,  apparently  a  very  large  majority  of  the 
meeting  expressed  their  disapprobation  to  Samuel  Bettle  serving  the 
meeting  as  clerk.  When  I  speak  of  majority,  I  mean  of  those  that  spoke 
on  the  subject.  But  those  of  his  advocates  in  the  business  strongly  urged 
it,  and  he  being  at  the  table,  made  a  minute  appointing  himself  as  clerk, 
and  I  think  John  Comly  to  assist  him  for  the  present  year.     Great  dis- 
satisfaction was  afterwards  expressed,  I   think;  and  some  Friend  or 
Friends,  I  think,  living  in  Philadelphia,  undertook  to  give  some  reasons 
why  he  was  not  a  proper  person  to  serve  the  meeting  that  year.     It  was 
well  known  that  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting  had  for  several  years, 
perhaps  two  or  three,  previous  to  that  time,  been  in  a  very  unsettled 
state,  almost  aproaching  to  anarchy;  that  they  had  had  this  case  of  I^o- 
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nurcl  Snowclon  l)cforc  them^  which  has  been  fully  represented  by  Abra- 
ham Lower  in  the  previous  testimony,  that  that  Quarter  had  forwarded 
this  case,  I  think,  on  their  reports  to  the  Yearly  Meeting;  that  Samuel 
Bettle  had  been  a  warm  party  man  in  the  case;  and  then  stood,  I  think, 
as  one  of  the  committee  of  that  Quarter,  to  represent  the  case  to  the 
Yearly  Meeting,  or  to  a  committee  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  if  such  should 
be  appointed.  There  was  sklso  another  case,  1  think,  of  considerable 
importance  to  society,  that  was  coming  up,  or  came  up  in  the  report 
from  that  Quarter;  I  think  from  what  I  can  understand  from  the  nature 
of  the  case,  that  the  party  which  had  for  some  time  very  much  govern- 
ed the  proceedings  in  that  Quarter,  had  found  out  the  discipline 
respecting  appeals,  did  not  altogether  answer  their  purpose;  they  had 
taken  up  some  of  their  members  in  the  city,  a  few  of  them,  on 
what  was  considered  very  flimsy  charges,  and  had  procured  their 
disownment  from  the  Monthly  Meeting.  They  had  appealed  to  the 
Quarterly  Meeting,  and  having  the  right  guaranteed  by  the  disci- 
pline of  objecting  to  such  as  might  be  appointed  on  a  committee 
to  determine  their  case,  as  they  thought  might  not  be  disposed  to 
give  them  a  fair  trial;  and  exercising  this  right,  they  were  reinstated 
by  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  restored  again  to  membership.  This 
subject,  therefore,  of  appeals,  was  got  up  in  Philadelphia  Quarter,  and 
carried  forward  to  the  Yearlf  Meeting,  from  what  I  have  understoodf 
very  much  out  of  the  unity,  and  principally  by  that  portion  of  so' 
cicty  which  were  called  Orthodox.  There  were  strong  reasons  to  object 
to  Samuel  Bettle  as  acting  as  the  organ  of  the  meeting  that  year.  I 
don't  wish  to  be  understood  that  all  this  was  stated  in  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ing; but  being  acquainted  with  the  circumstances  from  common  report 
myself,  as  I  said  before,  I  think  an  attempt  was  made  by  some  Friend  or 
Friends,  perhaps  more  than  one,  to  give  some  explanations  on  these 
points.  I  think  I  remember  one  Friend,  who,  in  attempting  to  offer 
reasons  of  this  kind,  was  peremptorily  ordered  down;  and  Thomas 
Kite  I  believe  it  was,  a  member,  and  in  the  station  of  a  minister,  at 
Arch  street  meeting,  called  upon  the  overseers  to  take  notice  of  him* 
There  were  several  others  that  spoke,  I  don't  undertake  to  name.  I 
think  I  remember  John  Cox,  though  a  man  generally  of  great  modera- 
tion  and  exemplary  conduct,  was  so  far  taken  off  his  guard,  under  the 
excitement  that  prevailed  in  the  meeting,  that  he  made  use  of  some 
harsh  expressions  to  this  Friend  that  was  speaking,  for  which,  greatly 
to  his  credit,  I  think  he  made  some  apology  in  the  next  sitting,  the  next 
morning.  The  meeting  proceeded  on  that  afternoon — I  don't  remember 
particularly  what  took  place.  I  think  I  recollect  that  John  Comly  went 
to  the  table  as  assistant  clerk,  with  very  considerable  reluctance,  and 
acted  that  afternoon.  The  next  morning,  I  believe,  John  Comly  did 
not  take  his  seat  at  the  table  at  the  opening  of  the  meeting,  as  ysualj 
but  soon  after  the  meeting  was  opened,  he  got  up  and  made  a  very  forcible 
appeal  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  I  should  be  very  happy  to  be  able  to 
place  upon  this  record;  but  my  recollection  will  not  serve  me  at  present 
to  give  more  than  an  outline  of  it.  I  think  he  regretted  the  state  and 
dilemma  into  which  the  Yearly  Meeting  appeared  to  be  brought — that 
there  were  two  parties,  evidently  two  parties,  that  appeared  to  be  irre- 
concilable to  each  other,  and  therefore  not  qualified  to  proceed  in  the 
weighty  concerns  of  a  Yearly  Meeting,  under  those  trying  circum- 
stances; and  proposed   that  the  Yearly  Meeting  might  adjourn;  and 
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friends  endeavour  to  get  cool  and  quiet  in  their  minds,  and  that  possi" 
Ay  they  might  be  favoured  to  come  together  at  some  other  time,  and 
>e  more  in  the  harmony.  I  think  he  expressed,  that  he  could  scarcely 
*eei  easy  to  act  as  the  organ  of  the  meeting,  at  the  table,  as  assistant 
:lerk,  under  those  circumstances.  There  were  a  number  of  other 
Priends  that  seemed  to  unite  with  the  views  of  John  Comly,  as  perhaps 
Jie  best  thing  that  could  be  done  in  this  trying  and  afflicting  state  of 
Lhings.  I  think  Abraham  Lower  spoke  on  the  subject,  and  attempted 
Lo  give  some  account  of  the  party  measure  that  had  been  taken  in  the 
Nearly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  in  the  appointment  of  that 
committee  that  I  have  before  spoken  of,  and  for  which  he  was  severely 
rebuked  by  some  of  the  opposite  party.  Joseph  Foulke,  I  think,  had 
lomething  to  say  on  the  subject.  Dr.  Joseph  Parrish  also  mad^  a  very 
impressive  appeal  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  respecting  the  trials  and  dif- 
Bculties  that  seemed  to  be  prevalent;  and  perhaps  there  were  some 
others — I  don't  now  recollect  to  name.  The  proposition,  however,  of 
John  Comly,  to  adjourn  the  meeting,  was  strenuously  opposed  by  those 
who  were  favourable  to  Samuel  Bettle  acting  as  clerk,  and  they  seemed 
determined  to  proceed  on  with  the  business,  which  they  did.  And  al- 
though  John  Comly  had  expressed  his  uneasiness  at  acting  as  assistant 
clerk,  at  the  request  of  some  of  his  friends,-  and  perhaps  some  of  the 
other  party  also^I  am  not  sure  about  that*— he  submitted  again  to  go 
to  the  table,  although  it  was  objected  to  by  many  of  his  friends,  and 
perhaps  a  considerable  number;  but  I  don't  seem  to  have  a  clear  recol- 
lection about  that. 

The  business  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  was  proceeded  in,  and  the  usual 
thbjects  that  occupy  that  body,  such  as  considering  the  state  of  society, 
firom  the  answers  to  the  queries  that  are  brought  up  from  the  diffeKnt 
Quarterly  Meetings  in  their  reports — the  reading  of  the  minutes  of  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings^— reading  reports  from  the  committee  who  stood 
charged  with  the  civilization  of  the  Indians^and  the  report  from  the 
committee  of  Westown  8chool**-^nd  some  other  matters  which  occupied 
the  meeting  through  the  week,  which  it  is  not  necessary  to  mention— 
I  can't  recollect  alL  But  when  the  reports  were  taken,  or  the  sub- 
jects contained  in  the  reports  from  the  different  Quarterly  Meetings, 
which  were  considered  as  new  matter,  such  as  the  account  from  the 
southern  Quarter,  respecting  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  rejecting  their 
representatives — and  an  application,  I  think,  from  Bucks  Quarter,  re- 
specting the  manner  of  choosing  representatives  to  constitute  the  Meet- 
ing for  Sufferings;  together  with  these  two  cases  that  came  up  from  Phi- 
ladelphia Quarter,  which  I  have  before  mentioned.  They  were  all  put 
by,  and  not  acted  upon,  except  the  matter  in  relation  to  Leonard  Snow 
don's  ca^e,  which,  if  I  remember  right,  was  returned  to  the  Quarterly 
Meeting. 

It  seemed  to  be  pretty  generally  understood,  that  the  Yearly  Meeting 
was  not  in  a  qualified  state,  owing  to  the  interruptions  to  the  harmony 
that  had  taken  place,  to  enter  upon  the  investigation,  or  more  properly, 
the  consideration  of  these  subjects.  I  recollect,  however,  that  some  of 
the  members  of  the  southern  Quarter  appeared  to  be  dissatisfied,  that 
they  were  not  likely  to  receive  any  redress  of  grievances,  as  they  appre- 
hended—and Joseph  Turner,  I  think,  undertook  to  give  some  explana- 
tion of  the  matter  that  had  come  up  on  their  reports,  but  he  was  inter- 
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rupted,  and  desired  to  stop:  the  impression  on  my  mind  is,  by  Samuel 
Bettle  himself.     I  am  not,  however,  certain  about  it 

There  was  one  matter  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  which  was  of  a  hi- 
mane  and  benevolent  character,  that  Friends,  perhaps  of  both  parties 
were  pretty  much  united  in.  That  was,  to  raise  a  sum  of  money  to  as- 
sist Friends  in  North  Carolina,  perhaps,  in  procuring  the  freedom,  or 
getting  some  of  the  oppressed  Africans  transported  to  places  where 
they  were  likely  to  be  better  taken  care  of.  At  the  last  sitting  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting,  although  many  trying  circumstances  had  occurred 
through  the  week,  there  was  a  proposal  then  made,  which  perhaps  was 
the  most  so  of  any  that  had  occurred,  except  it  might  be  the  appoint- 
ment  of  the  clerk,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  took  place. 

A  proposition  was  brought  from  the  women's  meeting,  I  think  stated 
by  them,  to  have  been  opened  by  Ann  Jones,  an  English  minister  tbea 
among  them,  to  appoint  a  committee  to  visit  the  Quarterly  and  Month- 
ly Meetings,  constituting  the  Yearly  Meeting;  and  proposing  to  roei- 
Friends,  that  they  should  consider  the  subject  of  appointing  a  commit 
tee  to  unite  with  them.     This  called  forth  a  great  deal  of  excitemcati 
as  was  naturally  to  be  expected,  in  the  state  in  which  society  was  tbefl| 
and  from  the  party  measures  that  seemed  to  have  been  pursued,  both  it 
that  meeting,  and  in  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders;  and  great  op- 
position was  made  to  it.     Even  some  few  of  the  Orthodox  party  them* 
selves,  at  first,  did  not  appear  to  approve  it.     But  there  were  others  of 
that  party,  that  strenuously  urged  the  propriety  of  such  a  committee 
being  appointed;  and  as  they  seemed  to  understand  one  another  prettf 
well,  apparently,  they  pretty  soon  united  in  urging  the  measure.     It  wt>i 
however,  strongly  opposed  by  much  the  larger  part  of  the  meeting;! 
cannot  undertake  to  state  the  proportions,  but  I  should  think  myself 
safe  in  saying  two-thirds  of  it,  of  those  that  spoke.     But  it  seemed  til 
of  no  avail,-— there  seemed  to  be  a  determination  in  the  few,  to  govero 
the  many,  and,  to  make  use  of  the  words  of  Abraham  Lower, ''  either 
to  rule  or  to  rend  the  society,"— -and  having  a  clerk  at  the  table,  sub- 
ject entirely  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  party ;  he  made  a  minute,  and  took 
down  the  names  of  the  committee  that  were  offered  to  him;  whose naniH 
I  have  not  a  list  of,  but  as  far  as  my  recollection  serves,  I  think,  Jona- 
than Evans,  Samuel  Bettle,  Thomas  Wistar,  Thomas  Stewardson,  (pe^ 
haps,)  Joseph  Whitall,  Benjamin  Cooper,  Hinchman  Haines,  Christo- 
pher Healy,  (I  think,)  and  several  others,  amounting  to  more  than  s 
dozen,  I  believe,  in  all;  and  all  of  them  of  those  called  the  Orthodox  par- 
ty, and  a  considerable  number  of  them,  the  same  that  were  appointed  in 
the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  on  a  similar  committee.     No  Frund^ 
I  believe,  undertook  to  mention  a  name,  as  it  was  evidently  a-  strong 
party  measure,  that  the  great  body  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  had  no  unity 
with.    I  believe  this  was  the  last,  or  nearly  the  last  act  of  the  meeting 
that  year.     Friends  were  exceedingly  tried, — a  great  portion  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting:  but  they  had  no  hope  left  for  redress  from  that  bodyi 
under  its  then  existing  circumstances.     The  clerk  made  a  minute  ad- 
journing the  meeting  as  usual,  to  meet  again  the  next  year ;  **  if  the  Lord 
permit,"  was,  perhaps,  about  the  conclusion  of  it. 

Q.  Did  the  party  that  assumed  to  rule  in  that  Yearly  Meeting,  then 
and  before  violate  the  usage  of  the  society  to  come  to  its  conclusions  in 
the  unanimity? 

A.  I  think  they  had  done  so  in  a  great  variety  of  instances.    The  ques- 
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sides  the  family  we  were  then  in.    He  then  opened  his  views  to  us  in  a 

Stolemn  manner,  respecting  the  distressing  state  of  society,  and 
^  ed  Friends  that  were  present  to  consider  the  subject  He  stated 
that  he  did  not  wish  his  views  at  all  to  be  kept  secret.  Friends  that 
were  then  together,  expressed  much  tender  feeling  and  sympathy,  being 
hJly  sensible  of  the  tried  and  distressed  state  the  society  was  then  in. 
Bot  there  was  ttill  a  looking  towards  the  approaching  Yearly  Meeting, 
with  a  hope  that  there  would  be  some  redress;  and  that  when  Friends 
from  the  country  collected  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity,  they  might  be 
able  to  put  some  check  upon  the  disorders  that  were  prevailing,  which 
had  been  principally  occasioned  by  the  dominant  party  that  were  princi- 
pally confined  to  Philadelphia,  and  had  assumed  the  right  to  govern  the 
proceedings  of  the  society.  I  think  John  Comly  expressed,  if  I  remem- 
ber right,  that  he  had  attended  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Philadelphia 
about  that  time,  or  previous  to  that  time,  and  perhaps  some  other  meet- 
ings; and  he  thought  it  was  a  vain  hope.  I  believe  there  was  no  other 
conference  that  I  have  knowledge  of,  (and  that  could  scarcely  be  called 
a  conference,  as  there  were  but  a  few  Friends  together,)  until  Fourth- 
day  evening,  during  the  week  of  the  Yearly  Meeting.  There  were  then 
a  number  of  Friends  got  together  in  a  private  house,  perhaps  fifteen  or 
twenty,  I  cannot  state  the  number  precisely,  and  entered  into  a  considera- 
tion of  the  afflicting  state  that  the  Yearly  Meeting  was  then  in,  and  of 
the  society  generally  composing  it.  The  circumstances,  or  many  of 
them  that  I  have  heretofore  related,  as  tending  to  produce  division  in 
society,  together  with  the  scenes  that  had  taken  place  during  that  Yearly 
Meeting;  the  appointing  a  committee  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  ministers 
and  elders,  out  of  the  unity  and  harmony  of  the  body;  the  manner  in 
which  the  clerk  was  imposed  upon  the  Yearly  Meeting  by  much  the 
lesser  number  of  the  body,  contrary  to  all  former  precedent.  These 
circumstances  that  had  already  transpired  previous  to  Fourth-day  even- 
ing, evidently  showed  that  the  unity  of  the  body  was  broken.  The  bond 
•f  religious  union  was,  as  it  were,  rent  asunder,  and  that  by  a  minority 
Jn  the  society  presuming  to  rule  over  a  great  majority.  The  next  con- 
sideration in  that  conference  was,  what  steps  in  the  wisdom  of  truth 
would  be  best  to  take  to  save  the  society  from  ruin,  and  restore  peace 
and  harmony  among  the  body  of  its  members.  It  was  then  proposed  to 
noidinate  a  few  Friends  to  prepare  an  address,  and  to  have  a  more 
geicral  conference,  I  think  on  Fifth-day  evening.  The  invitations  were 
8p*cad  more  generally  among  Friends,  and  they  collected  at  Green  street 
Keeting  house,  I  may  not  be  mistaken,  when  I  say  from  two  to  three 
hundred,  perhaps;  it  was  a  large  number.  It  was  a  very  solemn  and  an 
awful  time;  and  Friends  seemed  very  desirous  to  be  under  the  guidance 
and  direction  of  the  great  head  of  the  church,  in  all  their  movements, 
and  a  great  solemnity  prevailed. 

After  several  very  weighty  communications  on  the  nature  of  the  busi- 
ness that  Friends  had  met  about,  the  address  that  was  prepared  was  read 
and  considered,  and  very  much  united  with.  The  evening  being  spent, 
they  adjourned  until  the  next  evening,  to  meet  again,  further  to  deli- 
berate on  the  subject.  There  was  an  increased  number,  I  think,  that 
evening;  and  they  adjourned,  to  meet  again  at  the  rise  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  on  Seventh-day  morning.  It  was  then  expected  that  the  Yearly 
Meeting  would  conclude  with  a  short  sitting. 

That  last  act  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  appointing  the  committee  I 
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man  musX  be  convinced,  Vfho  has  read  their  publications  of  that  nature.  ^ 
Perhaps  the  first  of  these  official  documents  vras  issued  by  the  Meetng 
for  Suffering's,  soon  after  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  at  least  in  the  course  | 
of  that  summer  of  1827.  I  have  not  read  it  lately— I  don't  know  that  I 
have  these  two  years^— but  I  was  satisfied  then  that  it  contained  chargei 
that  were  altogether  unfounded,  and  a  great  deal  of  misrepresentatioa 
of  our  motives  and  views,  or  the  motives  and  views  of  Friends,  I  should 
say.  Their  next  official  document  1  recollect  of  that  kind,  [I  ought  to 
have,  said,  that  that  document  from  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  was  signed 
by  Jonathan  Evans  as  clerk,  to  make  it  official,]  as  I  before  said,  their 
next  document  of  that  kind  was  issued  by  their  Yearly  Meeting  in  the 
spring  of  1828,  and  signed  by  Samuel  Settle  as  clerk,  which  also  coi- 
tained  charges  that  I  have  considered  entirely  unfounded,  and  calculated 
to  destroy  the  religious  standing  of  that  part  of  the  society  of  Friendi) 
to  whom  it  seemed  to  be  applied  as  a  christian  people.  I  think  I  reed- 
lect  seeing  some  account,  either  in  an  epistle,  or  some  document  thit 
came  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  London,  that  the  Meeting  for  Suffu^ 
ings  in  London  had  received  a  letter,  1  think  from  the  Meeting  for  Saf*  \ 
ferings  in  Philadelphia,  giving  also  a  very  injurious  account  of  that  part  • 
of  the  Society  of  Friends,  who  now  compose  the  great  body  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  and  its  adjacent  parts.  \ 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  10  o'clock. 

Tuesday  morning,  December  14,  1830,  at  10  o'clock.  Examination  of 
Halliday  Jackson  continued.     Present  the  same  as  yesterday. 

Question  by  Mr.  Price,  Did  the  great  body  of  Friends,  in  conie- 
quence  of  the  violation  of  the  harmony  and  principles  of  the  society,  by 
a  party,  proceed  to  hold  the  Yearly  Meeting,  independently  of  that 
party  ?  ] 

A.  They  did  so  proceed.     The  various  disorders  that  I  hare  before  - 
stated,  and  violations  of  the  order  and  discipline  of  the  society^  preri-' 
ous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827;  had  produced  in  the  minds  of  many 
Friends  a  strong  impression  that  the  conflicting  parties  could  not  much 
longer  harmonize  together  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity.     It  had  beei 
generally  understood,  that  some  of  the  leaders  of  those  called  the  Ortho* 
dox  party,  had  made  declarations  that  there  must  be  a  separation.    For 
instance,  Thomas  Wistar  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia*  u 
staUd  by  Abraham  Lower,  had  made  this  public  declaration.    Joia 
Comly,  whose  mind  was  very  deeply  affected  with  the  scenes  and  diici^ 
ders  that  had  occurred  previous  to  that  time,  seemed  to  be  impresiel 
virith  the  belief,  that  society  could  scarcely  be  saved  from  ruin«  in  aay 
other  way  than  by  dividing  from  this  dominant  party,  who  plainly 
showed  by  their  conduct,  that  they  were  determined  to  rule,  and  to  have 
the  government  of  the  church.     John  Comly,  therefore,  in  some  intei^ 
views  with  some  of  his  friends,  previous  to  that  Yearly  Meeting  held  in 
1827,  had  opened  a  prospect  of  this  kind.    Although  he  has  been  charged 
by  our  Orthodox  friends,  in  some  of  their  perhaps  anonymous  pamphleti| 
of  travelling  about,  and  holding,  I  think, /or/y  caucus  meetings^  I  thinki 
as  they  called  them,  of  that  kind.     I  have  heard  him  say  myself,  that  he 
he  never  had  more  than  four  or  five  that  could  be  called  any  thing  like 
conferences  on  the  subject;  and  those  when  he  met  with  a  few  Friendi 
together,  while  he  was  travelling  on  other  concerns.     In  one  of  those» 
and  one  only,  I  was  present,  and  perhaps  six  or  eight  other  Friends,  be- 
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lidcs  the  family  we  were  then  in.  He  then  opened  his  views  to  us  in  a 
solemn  manner,  respecting  the  distressing  state  of  society,  and 
led  Friends  that  were  present  to  consider  the  subject  He  stated 
he  did  not  wish  his  views  at  all  to  be  kept  secret.  Friends  that 
then  together,  expressed  much  tender  feeling  and  sympathy,  being 
fclly  sensible  of  the  tried  and  distressed  state  the  society  was  then  in. 
Bot  there  was  still  a  looking  towards  the  approaching  Yearly  Meetings 
vith  a  hope  that  there  would  be  some  redress;  and  that  when  Friends 
from  the  country  collected  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity,  they  might  be 
ible  to  put  some  check  upon  the  disorders  that  were  prevailing,  which 
\»d  been  principally  occasioned  by  the  dominant  party  that  were  princi- 
^ly  confined  to  Philadelphia,  and  had  assumed  the  right  to  govern  the 
iioceedings  of  the  society.  I  think  John  Comly  expressed,  if  I  remem- 
ber right,  that  he  had  attended  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Philadelphia 
<ibout  that  time,  or  previous  to  that  time,  and  perhaps  some  other  meet- 
iigs;  and  he  thought  it  was  a  vain  hope.  I  believe  there  was  no  other 
conference  that  I  have  knowledge  of,  (and  that  could  scarcely  be  called 
t conference,  as  there  were  but  a  few  Friends  together,)  until  Fourth- 
day  evening,  during  the  week  of  the  Yearly  Meeting.  There  were  then 
a  number  of  Friends  got  together  in  a  private  house,  perhaps  fifteen  or 
twenty,  I  cannot  state  the  number  precisely,  and  entered  into  a  considcra- 
Ibn  of  the  afflicting  state  that  the  Yearly  Meeting  was  then  in,  and  of 
the  society  generally  composing  it.  The  circumstances,  or  many  of 
them  that  I  have  heretofore  related,  as  tending  to  produce  division  in 
tociety,  together  with  the  scenes  that  had  taken  place  during  that  Yearly 
Meeting;  the  appointing  a  committee  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  ministers 
md  elders,  out  of  the  unity  and  harmony  of  the  body;  the  manner  in 
which  the  clerk  was  imposed  upon  the  Yearly  Meeting  by  much  the 
lesser  number  of  the  body,  contrary  to  all  former  precedent.  These 
circumstances  that  had  already  transpired  previous  to  Fourth-day  even- 
ing, evidently  showed  that  the  unity  of  the  body  was  broken.  The  bond 
tf  religious  union  was,  as  it  were,  rent  asunder,  and  that  by  a  minority 
m  the  society  presuming  to  rule  over  a  great  majority.  The  next  con- 
•ideration  in  that  conference  was,  what  steps  in  the  wisdom  of  truth 
^uid  be  best  to  take  to  save  the  society  from  ruin,  and  restore  peace 
Md  harmony  among  the  body  of  its  members.  It  was  then  proposed  to 
noidinate  a  few  Friends  to  prepare  an  address,  and  to  have  a  more 
R^ieral  conference,  I  think  on  Fifth-day  evening.  The  invitations  were 
*P"ead  more  generally  among  Friends,  and  they  collected  at  Green  street 
JJceiing  house,  I  may  not  be  mistaken,  when  I  say  from  two  to  three 
hundred,  perhaps;  it  was  a  large  number.  It  was  a  very  solemn  and  an 
awful  time;  and  Friends  seemed  very  desirous  to  be  under  the  guidance 
lad  direction  of  the  great  head  of  the  church,  in  all  their  movements, 
tod  a  great  solemnity  prevailed. 

After  several  very  weighty  communications  on  the  nature  of  the  busi- 
•ess  that  Friends  had  met  about,  the  address  that  was  prepared  was  read 
and  considered,  and  very  much  united  with.  The  evening  being  spent, 
tbey  adjourned  until  the  next  evening,  to  meet  again,  further  to  deli- 
berate on  the  subject.  There  was  an  increased  number,  I  think,  that 
evening;  and  they  adjourned,  to  meet  again  at  the  rise  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  on  Seventh-day  morning.  It  was  then  expected  that  the  Yearly 
Meeting  would  conclude  with  a  short  sitting. 
That  last  act  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  appointing  the  committee  I 
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have  spoken  of,  evidently  for  a  party  purpose,  and  altogether  of  th 
party,  had  now  taken  place.  Immediately  after  the  rise  of  the  Year 
Meeting,  a  large  number  of  Friends  repaired  to  Green  street  meetii 
house,  when  the  address  before  spoken  of  was  again  read,  and  perha] 
with  some  small  alterations,  finally  resulted,  and,  I  think,  unanimons 
adopted,  and  agreed  to  be  signed  by  some  eight  or  ten  Friends,  who  wei 
named  for  that  purpose.  1  will  now  make  an  exhibit  of  that  addrcs 
together  with  all  the  epistles  and  extracts  of  an  official  nature  that  hai 
been  issued  by  that  body  of  Friends  that  compose  the  Yearly  Meetin 
of  Pennsylvania,  etc.  ^cld  in  Philadelphia.  [The  witness  produces  son 
printed  sheets,  folded  and  stitched  in  pamphlet  form.] 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  the  address,  the  epistles,  and  extrac 
which  you  now  make  exhibits  of,  were  adopted  by  the  conferences  ar 
Yearly  Meetings  by  which  they  purport  to  have  been  issued,  and  wei 
they  adopted  by  those  bodies? 

A.  I  believe,  as  I  was  present  at  all  of  the  meetings,  as  far  as  I  recc 
lect,  that  adopted  and  issued  the  address,  and  those  extracts  and  epistle 
and  as  far  as  my  recollection  serves,  I  think  they  were  unanimous 
adopted.  Some  of  them  were  read  in  the  women's  Yearly  Meeting,  ar 
have  the  signatures  of  their  clerks. 

The  counsel  then  offered  in  evidence  pamphlets  with  the  followir 
titles,  and  which  are  sewed  together,  viz:  '*An  Address  to  Frieni 
within  the  compass  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Philadelphia;'*  ti 
pages.  "An  Epistle  to  Friends  of  the  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meetin] 
within  the  compass  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  i'hiladclphia;"  twel 
pag^s.  "  Extracts  from  the  Minutes  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friem 
held  in  Philadelphia;"  ten  pages.  "An  Epistle  from  the  Yearly  MeetiT 
of  Friends  held  in  Philadelphia;"  ten  pages.  *' Extracts  from  the  M 
nutes  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  in  Philadelphia;"  sev< 
pages.    "  An  Epistle  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  in  Phil 
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"Extracts  from  the  Minutes  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  held 
Philadelphia,  by  adjournments  from  the  12th  of  Fourth-month,  to  tl 
17th  of  the  same,  inclusive,  1830;"  twelve  pages:  which  were  several 
marked  by  me  as  exhibits  on  the  part  of  the  complainant,  and  Slaf 
Decow,  E.  F.  G.  H.  I.  J.  K.  L.  and  M. 

Q.  Has  it  been  the  usage  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  to  issue  epistles,  ai 
extracts  from  the  minutes,  in  the  manner  pursued  by  the  Yearly  Meetin 
in  respect  to  the  exhibits  you  have  made? 

A.  I  believe  it  has  been  the  uniform  practice  of  the  Yearly  Meeting 
so  long  as  I  have  been  acquainted  with  them,  to  send  down  extracts 
the  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meetings;  and  frequently  those  extracts  co 
tained^ome  advices  and  counsel  to  the  suI)ordinatc  meetings:  and  I  ha 
known  some  few  instances,  when  epistles  have  been  issued  by  the  Year 
Meeting,  I  think,  in  a  separate  capacity  from  those  extracts,  when 
was  believed  the  stale  of  society  required  it,  or  when  a  concern  of  th 
kind  originated  in,  and  was  approved  by,  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  matter  of  those  exhibits  having  engaged  t 
attention  of  the  meetings  which  issued  them,  and  their  adopting  it  su 
stantially  as  it  is  set  forth  in  those  exhibits? 

A,  As  it  regards  c»        ■*•   '    »>•■•  subject  that  may  be  mentioned 


61 

these  extracts  and  cpistlcB^  bow  it  was  treated  on  in  llic  Yearly  Mccung^> 
uid  bodies  fi*om  which  they  were  issued,  I  cannot  have  any  distinct  re- 
collection now,  bat  I  am  very  well  satisfied  they  were  very  unanimously 

-  tgreed  to,  and  adopted  by  those  bodies  that  issued  them.     I  was  goin^^ 

k  oato  state,  in  regard  to  this  *' Address"  which  comes  first,  that  it  is 
directed  to  Friends  within  the  compass  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in 
Philadelphia,  indiscriminately,  without  any  allusion  to  any  party;  that 
is,  the  address  of  it*  I  think  ten  thousand  copies  were  ordered  to  be 
printed.     It  was  very  generally  spread  throughout  society,  I  believe, 

\  vithin  the  compass  of  the  Yearly  Meeting;  and  1  have  reason  to  believe 
that  it  was  officially  taken  notice  of  in  some  of  the  Monthly  Meetings; 
perhaps,  I  might  say,  many:  and  in  consequence  of  the  invitation  that 
was  held  out  in  it,  for  another  conference  to  be  held  at  Green  street,  in 
Sixth-month  following,  a  large  number  of  Friends  attended  at  that  time: 
I  cannot  say  as  to  numbers  exactly,  but  my  impression  is,  that  there 
must  have  been  six  or  seven  hundred  convened,  men  Friends  altogether. 
WhcD  the  subject  relating  to  the  tried  situation  which  society  was  in 
was  more  fully  considered,  it  was  a  very  solemn  and  interesting  oppor- 
tuiity,  and  Friends  that  were  then  assembled  were  fully  persuaded  in 
their  own  minds  that  it  was  under  the  direction  of  best  wisdom  to  en- 
deavour to  reorganize  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  to  hold  it  on  the  ancient 
principles  of  those  under  our  name.  In  consequence  of  this  conclusion, 
IB  epistle  was  issued  **to  Friends  of  the  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meet- 
iBgi  within  the  compass  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Philadelphia;'* 
ia  which,  I  think,  was  proposed  the  holding  of  a  Yearly  Meeting  in 
Tenth-month  following.  This  epistle  was  of  course  printed,  and  spread 
generally  among  the  members  of  the  society;  and  I  think  it  was  adopted 
by  the  Quarterly  Meetings  of  Buckr,  Abington,  Concord,  western  and  the 
lonthern  Quarter,  held  previous  to  Tenth-month,  all  of  whom  appointed 
representatives  to  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Tenth-month. 
There  were  also  representatives,  I  think,  sent  from  two  or  three 
of  the  Monthly  Meetings,  and  some  of  the  other  Quarlersj  and  it 
was  also  attended,  I  believe,  by  a  very  considerable  number  of  Friends 
oat  of  some  of  the  other  Quarters,  who  had  not  appointed  representa- 
tives. In  consequence  of  an  apprehension,  from  what  had  been  discover- 
ed in  the  conduct  of  those  called  the  Orthodox  party,  Friends  would  not 
be  likely  to  be  admitted  to  hold  their  Yearly  Meeting  at  their  accustom- 
ed place  in  Arch  street  house;  it  being  well  secured  with  locks  and  bolts, 
ud  it  was  said  an  additional  fence  put  up  inside  of  the  yard  in  order  to 
guard  it  more  securely.  Friends  were  induced  to  look  out  for  some  other 
place  to  hold  their  Yearly  Meeting  in.  And  at  considerable  expense  they 
erected  a  large  temporary  building  near  (irecn  street  meeting  house  for 
that  purpose*  At'  the  time  proposed  in  the  epistle  a  hir^^c  assemblage 
of  people  collected  there;  the  men  occupying  this  temporary  building, 
while  the  women  occupied  Green  street  meeting  house:  and  both  were 
filled,  I  believe,  or  nearly  so,  and  sometimes  considerably  crowded.  I 
think  it  was  estimated  that  there  were  more  than  twenty-five  hundred, 
including  both  sexes;  some  thought  near  three  thousand  attended  at 
lome  of  the  sittings.  There  was  a  large  proportion  of  the  active  and 
efficient  members  of  society,  both  of  the  middle  aged  and  those  further 
advanced  in  life;  and  it  was  a  very  solemn  and  interesting  Yearly  Meet- 
iag,  not  soon  I  trust  to  be  forgotten  by  many  of  us  who  attended 
it    Our  minds  were  humbled,  and  brought  into  near  unity  one  with 
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anoihcr,  and  I  think  a  very  clear  evidence  alTorded  us  that  the  Great 
Head  of  the  church,  was  again  visiting  his  people  with  renewed  manir 
Testations  of  his  love  and  power;  restoring  peace  and  harmony  in  the 
church,  and  affording  a  qualification  again  to  transact  the  busincu  of  t 
Yearly  Meeting,  in  christian  fellowship,  and  brotherly  condesceniioDf 
on  the  ancient  principles  of  the  Society  of  Friends;  and  for  the  same 
purposes  that  first  brought  them  together,  in  a  religious  capacity;  which 
was,  as  stated,  I  think,  in  one  of  our  epistles,  to  promote  righteousnen 
in  the  earth;  to  edify  the  churches;  to  advance  the  various  testimonies 
which  have  been  given  us  as  a  society  to  bear,  and  to  attend  to  those 
various  concerns,  that  particularly  relate  to  the  welfare  of  society. 

Q.  Does  that; Yearly  Meeting  continue  to  be  sustained,  generally,  bf 
the  same  meetings  and  individuals  it  did  before  the  separation? 

A.  The  next  Yearly  Meeting  was  held  in  the  spring  following;  ia 
Fourth-month  1828,  and  was  then,  I  think,  represented  by  all  the  Qua^ 
ters  which  had  formerly  composed  the  Yearly  Meeting,  except  Philadel- 
phia Quarter;  and  a  large  portion  of  the  members  that  had  formerly  cos- 
stituted  that  Quarter,  were  also  there  in  attendance,  having  in  m%nj 
instances  transferred  their  rights  from  some  of  the  Monthly  Meetingsin 
the  city  to  some  of  the  country  meetings,  in  consequence  of  their  being 
deprived  of  what  they  believed  to  be  their  religious  rights  and  privileges, 
in  some  of  those  meetings.  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting,  and,  I  think, 
Radnor  Monthly  Meeting,  had  both  attached  themselves  to  Abingtoa 
Quarterly  Meeting.  With  thisexccplionof  Philadelphia  Quarter,  I  think,  ' 
the  Yearly  Meeting  was  sustained  by  all  the  former  Quarters  composing 
it, 

Q.  Was  it  by  the  like  general  consent  of  individuals,  Monthly  and 
Quarterly  Meetings,  that  the  same  Yearly  Meeting  had  been  originallf 
established? 

Witness.  Does  thee  mean  to  go  back  to  the  origin  of  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ing of  Pennsylvania? 

Counsel.  Yes. 

Witness.  From  what  I  can  learn  from  the  history  of  the  origin  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting  of  l\Minsylvania  and  its  adjacent  parts,  it  yy-AsJirst  esta- 
blished by  Burlington  Monthly  Meeting  alone,  in  the  year  1681.  If  it 
is  admissable,  I  can  read  a  short  extract  from  Gough's  history  on  the 
subject;  it  is  the  third  volume,  page  1  SO. 

Mr.  Price.  The  book  shall  be  offered  as  an  exhibit. 

[Witness  proceeds  to  read  the  extract  proposed  by  him,  from  page  1  SO.J 
It  appears  that  the  members  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  when  convened* 
**  concluded  that  a  Yearly  Meeting  might  be  of  general  service;  and 
unanimously  agreed  to  establish  one,  in  Burlington;  the  first  of  which 
was  to  begin  the  28th  of  Sixth-month  following,  which  accordingly  met 
at  the  house  of  Thomas  Gardiner."  The  time  and  place  of  holding  it 
has  been  frequently  recited  here,  I  believe,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to 
prolong  this  examination  to  go  over  it  again.  And  although  I  am  not 
very  fully  acquainted  ^yith  historical  facts,  in  relation  to  the  establish- 
ment of  the  first  Yearly  Meetings  on  this  continent,  yet,  I  believe,  there 
were  two  Yearly  Meetings  established,  one  in  Maryland,  and  one  in 
New  England,  some  years  previous  to  this  time,  when  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ing of  Pennsylvania  was  first  established.  And  which  Yearly  Meetings 
I  think  George  Fox  attended;  perhaps  near  ten  years  before  that  time;  I 
don't  remember  exactlj  the  year  when  be  was  in  this  country.    And  I 
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are  not  been  able  to  discover  from  the  information  I  have  had  on  the 
abjecty  that  cither  of  those  Yearly  Meetings,  of  which  I  have  spoken, 
V  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  London,  were  consulted  by  Friends  of  Burling- 
OB  Monthly  Meeting,  in  the  establishment  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of 
Pennsylvania,  et  cetera. 

Q.  Does  the  identity  of  a  Yearly  Meeting  depend  most  essentially  on 
the  house  where  it  meets,  or  on  its  being  composed  of  the  same  indivi- 
dails,  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meetings? 

A.  I  should  not  suppose  that  the  house  could  have  any  thing  to  do 
with  the  identity  of  a  Yearly  Meeting,  if  the  members  who  composed 
that  Yearly  Meeting  in  their  official  capacities  as  Quarterly  and  Month- 
ly Meetings  should  agree  from  some  peculiar  circumstances,  and  exist- 
ing causes,  to  meet  elsewhere,  than  at  the  place  they  had  formerly  been 
accustomed  to  meet  at, 

Q.  And  could  they  also  change  the  time  of  meeting,  as  well  as  the 
place? 

Q.  Certainly  they  could.  A  Yearly  Meeting  is  an  independent  body, 
nbject  to  no  superior  head,  but  the  Great  Head  of  the  church :  and  what- 
ever he  may  in  his  wisdom  point  out  for  Friends 'in  a  Yearly  Meeting 
capacity  to  do,  they  certainly  have  a  right  to  do. 

Q.  If  the  meeting  house  were  barred  and  bolted,  or  surrounded  by 
pestilence,  could  Friends  convene  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity  at  an- 
other time  and  place,  from  what  had  been  usual? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  recollect  any  instance  of  that  nature,  in 
tk former  harmonious  times  of  society.     But  I  should  think  it  a  very 
taionablc  thing;  if  such  circumstances  occurred,  that  Friends  would 
kve  a  right,  without  its  being  considered  any  infraction  or  violation  of 
tkir  order  of  society,  to  assemble  at  a  time  and  place,  that  best  suited 
tkeir  convenience  or  inclination.     As  I  said  before,  a  Yearly  Meeting  is 
n  independent  body,  and  the  voice  of  that  body  must  govern  its  own 
ptKeedings.     There  was  a  circumstance  which  perhaps  would  come 
nearest  to  it  of  any  thing  I  can  remember  of  former  times;  at  the  time 
the  yellow  fever  was  raging  in  Philadelphia  in  1798,  when  it  was  consi- 
dered almost  dangerous  for  country  Friends  to  come  to  the  city,  there 
verea  few  Friends,  I  understood,  comparatively  speaking,  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting  got  together,  and  agreed  to  hold  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  to  ad- 
JBorn  ihe  Yearly  Meeting  to  meet  some  time  afterwards,  perhaps  in 
Twelfth-month;  at  which  time,  (I  speak  of  Twelfth-month  now,)  they 
igree d  to  alter  the  time  of  holding  the  Yearly  Meeting  to  Fourth-month^ 
instead  of  Ninth-month,  in  which  it  had  been  formerly  held. 

[noox.] 

Q.  By  what  proportion  of  the  members  of  this  Yearly  Meeting  in  1827, 
is  the  Yearly  Meeting  that  you  have  been  speaking  of,  sustained  ? 

A.  From  the  best  authenticated  account  that  I  can  obtain,  there  is 
n^hteen  thousand  four  hundred  and  eighty-five  on  the  side  of  Friends; 
nf  those  called  Orthodox,  seven  thousand  three  hundred  and  forty-four: 
•f  neutrals,  or  those  that  were  undecided,  four  hundred  and  twenty-nine. 
[The  witness  makes  this  statement  from  a  written  statement  or  docu- 
KCDt,  which  he  holds  in  his  hand.]  I  apprehend  that  this  account  docs 
lot  include  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Muncy.  The  documents  from  which 
t  has  been  made  out,  of  the  meetings  held  in  Pennsylvania,  with,  I 
Unkf  one  or  two  exceptions,  or  two  or  three,  appear  to  be  official  do- 
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cumcnls  from  the  Monllily  Moclinj^s,  and  signed  by  their  clerks.    Thf 
other  two  or  three  are  sij^ncd  by  a  number  of  respectable  Friends  of 
those  mcetinj-^s,  vouching  for  the  correctness  of  them.     The  meeting  of 
Philadelphia  arc  also  an  exception  to  that.     The  accounts  were  obtain' 
ed  by  Tricnds  livinj;  in  the  city,  in  some  instances,  from  ori^^inal  listsj 
and  in  others,  from  the  best  information  that  I'ricnds  could  obtain  of  the 
situation  of  the  meetings,  at  the  time  or  times  of  the  separation.    The 
numbtrs  in  the  southern  Quarterly  fleeting  in  the  state  of  DelawarCi 
and  of  the  four  Quarterly  Meetings  held  in  Jersey,  including  Burling^ 
ton,  fladdonfu-kK  Salem,  and  Shrewsbury  and  Rah  way,  appear  to  be 
taken  under  commissions. 

>ir.  Jh-oim.  I  must  object  to  the  witness  referring  to  the  returo  to 
those  commissions  as  the  foundation  of  any  evidence  in  this  cause. 

Tho  witness  proceeds  to  the  conclusion  of  his  sentence  ;*— under  con- 
missions  issued  from  the  supreme  court  of  Pennsylvania  for  the  eastera 
district. 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.  According  to  your  own  observation,  and  from  l 
general  repute,  is  the  result  you  have  stated  al)out  the  relative  number!  | 
of  the  parties,  within  the  limits  of  ihis  Yearly  Meeting  ?  ! 

Answer.  In  those  Quarters  that  I  am  acquainted  with,  and  which  1  ] 
have  attended  since  the  separation  took  place,  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  ! 
the  correctness  of  the  statement^  I  have  several  times  been  to  Buckl 
Quarter,  and  I  have  discovered  very  little  difterence  from  what  it  for- 
merly was,  as  to  numbers.  The  houses,  I  think,  have  been  pretty  mach 
crowded.  I  have  also  been  at  Abington  Quarter,  and  I  did  not  discover 
any  material  diflerence  in  the  appearance  of  that  Quarter.  The  Qua^ 
ter  to  which  I  belong.  Concord,  there  has,  I  think,  rather  more  with- 
drawn from  that  Quarter,  ])ut  it  is  yet  sustained  ])y  a  large  majority  of 
Friends.  The  western  Quarterly  Meeting  I  have  frequently  attended, 
and  I  could  observe  the  al>scnce  of  a  few  with  whom  I  had  formerly  been 
acquainted;  but  I  think  a  stranger,  who  might  have  formerly  seen  it, or 
attended  it,  and  not  knowing  the  members,  would  scarcely  perceive  the  • 
difference  as  to  numbers.  I  have  also  attended  the  southern  Quarterly 
Meeting,  where  there  was  no  perceivable  diflerence,  and  where,  I  thinl^  • 
there  were  but  thirty  or  thirty-one,  including  both  sexes  and  all  ages^ 
that  had  withdrawn  from  it.  These  Quarters  were  all  held,  I  believe, 
at  their  usual  times  and  places.  I  have  also  attended  Salem  Quarterly 
Meeting  when  it  has  been  held  at  Woodbury;  and  I  discovered  very  lit- 
tle difference  there,  as  to  the  appearance  of  numbers,  from  what  it  hart 
formerly  been.  I  have  also  attended  liaddonficld  and  Burlington  Quar- 
ters; there  was  more  of  a  difference  to  be  perceived  in  those  two  Quar- 
ters, but  they  were  each  still  sustained  by  a  large  and  respectable  body 
of  Friends. 

Q.  I  wish  the  witness  to  state  the  proportions,  if  he  had  seen  them 
before,  of  the  respective  parties. 

A.  Well,  I  think  at  Haddonfield,  (I  am  trying  to  recollect,  if  I  was  ever 
there  before  the  separation,)  I  was  there,  at  the  time  they  separated,  and! 
should  judge  that  about  one  half  of  that  Quarter  remained  with  Friends  o!i 
the  day  the  separation  took  place.  It  was  then  held  at  Evesham.  I  have 
since  attended  it,  and  I  thought  the  meeting  was  larger;  the  number  ap- 
peared to  be  increased,  if  my  recollection  serves  me.  I  was  also  at 
Burlington  Quarter  on  the  day  that  it  separated.  I  think,  as  near  as  I 
can  recollect,  it  may  be  stated  pretty  much  in  the  same  way  as  Iladdon- 
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teld;  they  were  about  equally  divided  ;  that  is,  the  numbers  then  in  at- 
tcadince.  I  have  also,  since,  attended  that  Quarter;  I  think,  more  than 
wee;  it  appeared  to  me  to  be  large,  and  not  diminished  at  all  in  num- 
ken  from  the  time  of  the  separation.  Shrewsbury  and  Rahway,  I  have 
lerer  attended. 

Qi  Is  that  the  only  Quarter  that  you  have  not  attended  ? 

A.  There  was  Cain,  I  omitted;  although  I  have  once  attended  Cain 
uce  the  separation,  though  I  had  not  been  much  acquainted  with  that 
Qurter  before,  from  my  own  observation  and  the  information  I  then 
Kcdved,  I  believe  there  was  a  majority  of  Friends,  at  least  of  those  who 
vere  in  the  habit  of  attending  Quarterly  Meetings. 

Q.  Hare  you  now  named  all  the  Quarters  within  the  limits  of  Phila- 
ddphia  Yearly  Meeting,  except  Philadelphia  Quarter? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  I  have;  that  Quarter  was  reorganized  by  the  asso- 
ciation of  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting,  and  the  Monthly  Meeting  of 
Philadelphia  held  at  Cherry  street,  and  Radnor  Monthly  Meeting,  who 
united  together  in  the  request  that  came  forward  to  the  Yearly  Meeting 
through  Abington  Quarter,  I  believe,  in  the  spring  of  1828:  and  the 
Yearly  Meeting  granted  them  the  privilege  of  holding  a  Quarterly  Meet- 
■gin  Philadelphia;  which  is  held  at  Cherry  street  meeting  house.  It 
m  since  been  increased  by  Exeter  Monthly  Meeting,  and  more  recently 
if  Muncy  Monthly  Meeting; — Roaring  Creek  Monthly  Meeting  also 
Uongs  to  it,  and  did  so,  I  believe,  previous  to  Exeter  joining  it. 

Q.  As  it  now  stands,  how  does  it  compare  in  numbers  with  the  Quar- 
terif  Meeting  of  the  Orthodox  party,  in  Philadelphia? 

A.  (The  witness  refers  himself  to  the  same  document  before  spoken 
ot)  According  to  the  account  I  have,  not  including  Muncy,  the  number 
rf  Friends,  including  men,  women,  and  minors,  are  two  thousand  six 
hndred  and  scTenty-six.  The  number  of  those  called  Orthodox,  is 
two  thousand  six  hundred  and  forty-three,  and  fourteen  are  set  down  as 
KBtraIs«  And  as  to  the  appearance  of  numbers,  from  my  own  obscrva- 
tum,  haring  never  attended  the  Orthodox  Quarter,  I  can  say  nothing 
liNMit  that.  And  although  several  of  these  Monthly  Meetings  are  re- 
motely situated,  and  all,  except  two,  out  of  the  city,  it  appears  to  be  a 
tQnarterly  Meeting. 
How  large,  compared  with  what  it  was  before  the  division? 

A  Well,  I  cannot  say,  with  any  degree  of  accuracy;  but  from  gene- 
ll  observation,  I  should  suppose  it  was  more  than  half  as  large  as  the 
Iiirters  that  were  formerly  held,  before  any  excitement  took  place, 
nth  regard  to  the  disturbances  among  Friends. 

Q.  You  state  that  the  estimate  you  have  givcn,docs  not  include  Muncy 
Vonthly  Meetings— how  stand  numbers  there,  according  to  your  obser- 
ration? 

A.  I  have  not  seen  any  estimate  of  the  whole  numbers  of  that  meeting. 
Sat  having  paid  them  a  visit  in  the  late  fall,  I  was  at  several  of  their 
ttctings.  It  is  composed  of  several  branches.  At  Fishing  Creek, 
rhich  perhaps  is  the  largest  branch,  if  I  was  rit^htly  informed,  I  think 
■tch  the  greater  part  are  with  Friends.  At  Muncy  Ihcy  may  be  more 
qaally  divided.  I  think  the  probability  is,  that  most  ol'  the  members 
le  on  the  Orthodox  side  at  that  meeting.  At  Vine  Oiove,  another 
■ranch,  somewhat  remotely  situated,  and  which  the  leading  party  of 
)rthodox,  in  Muncy  Monthly  Meeting,  in  the  plenitude  of  their  power, 
ad  undertaken  to  lay  down;  but  being  somewhat  like  Green  street^it 
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rupted,  and  desired  to  stop:  the  impression  on  my  mind  is,  by  Stmuel  i 
Bettle  himself.     I  am  not,  however,  certain  about  it. 

There  was  one  matter  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  which  was  of  ahr  ^ 
mane  and  benevolent  character,  that  Friends,  perhaps  of  both  partieif  ! 
were  pretty  much  united  in.  That  was,  to  raise  a  sum  of  money  to  ii- 
sist  Friends  in  North  Carolina,  perhaps,  in  procuring  the  freedom,  or 
getting  some  of  the  oppressed  Africans  transported  to  places  where 
they  were  likely  to  be  better  taken  care  of.  At  the  last  sitting  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting,  although  many  trying  circumstances  had  occurred 
through  the  week,  there  was  a  proposal  then  made,  which  perhaps  was 
the  most  so  of  any  that  had  occurred,  except  it  might  be  the  appoint* 
ment  of  the  clerk,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  took  place. 

A  proposition  was  brought  from  the  women's  meeting,  I  think  stated 
by  them,  to  have  been  opened  by  Ann  Jones,  an  English  minister  thea 
among  themy  to  appoint  a  committee  to  visit  the  Quarterly  and  Month* 
ly  Meedngs,  constituting  the  Yearly  Meeting;  and  proposing  to  met- 
Friends,  that  they  should  consider  the  subject  of  appointing  a  commit 
tee  to  unite  with  them.     This  called  forth  a  great  deal  of  excitement, 
as  was  naturally  to  be  expected,  in  the  state  in  which  society  was  theiii 
and  from  the  party  measures  that  seemed  to  have  been  pursued,  both  ia 
that  meeting,  and  in  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders;  and  great  op* 
position  was  made  to  it.     Even  some  few  of  the  Orthodox  party  them« 
selves,  at  first,  did  not  appear  to  approve  it.     But  there  were  others  of 
that  party,  that  strenuously  urged  the  propriety  of  such  a  committee 
being  appointed;  and  as  they  seemed  to  understand  one  another  pretty 
well,  apparently,  they  pretty  soon  united  in  urging  the  measure.     It  wasi 
however,  strongly  opposed  by  much  the  larger  part  of  the  meeting;  I 
cannot  undertake  to  state  the  proportions,  but  I  should  think  myself 
safe  in  saying  two-thirds  of  it,  of  those  that  spoke.     But  it  seemed  all 
of  no  avail,— there  seemed  to  be  a  determination  in  the  few,  to  govern 
the  many,  and,  to  make  use  of  the  words  of  Abraham  Lower,  *'  either 
to  rule  or  to  rend  the  society,"— -and  having  a  clerk  at  the  table,  sub- 
ject entirely  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  party ;  he  made  a  minute,  and  took 
down  the  names  of  the  committee  that  were  offered  to  him;  whose namH 
I  have  not  a  list  of,  but  as  far  as  my  recollection  serves,  I  think,  Jona- 
than Evans,  Samuel  Bettle,  Thomas  Wistar,  Thomas  Stewardson,  (per- 
haps,) Joseph  Whitall,  Benjamin  Cooper,  Hinchman  Haines,  Christo* 
pher  Healy,  (I  think,)  and  several  others,  amounting  to  more  than  ft 
dozen,  I  believe,  in  all;  and  all  of  them  of  those  called  the  Orthodox  par* 
ty,  and  a  considerable  number  of  them,  the  same  that  were  appointed  in 
the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  on  a  similar  committee.     No  Friendt 
I  believe,  undertook  to  mention  a  name,  as  it  was  evidently  a;  strong 
party  measure,  that  the  great  body  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  had  no  unity 
with.    I  believe  this  was  the  last,  or  nearly  the  last  act  of  the  meeting 
that  year.     Friends  were  exceedingly  tried, — a  great  portion  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting:  but  they  had  no  hope  left  for  redress  from  that  body, 
under  its  then  existing  circumstances.    The  clerk  made  a  minute  ad- 
journing the  meeting  as  usual,  to  meet  again  the  next  year ;  **  if  the  Lord 
permit,"  was,  perhaps,  about  the  conclusion  of  it 

Q.  Did  the  party  that  assumed  to  rule  in  that  Yearly  Meeting,  then 
and  before  violate  the  usage  of  the  society  to  come  to  its  conclusions  ia 
the  unanimity? 

A.  I  think  they  had  done  so  in  a  great  variety  of  instances.    The  ques* 
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tion  is  a  very  broad  one.     It  would  lead  me  to  go  over  the  ground  that 
I  have  already  travelled  over  to  recite  the  various  instances,  in  a  great 
4c^c«     In  the  circumstance  of  the  opposition  and  hostile  disposition 
ftat  was  manifested  towards  some  valuable  ministers,  without  going  fur- 
Aer-back  than  the  period  when  the  attack  was  made  upon  Elias  Hicks 
hf  the  combination  of  elders,  which  evidently  divided  Friends  in  the 
neetings  of  Philadelphia,  into  two  parties,  at  that  period,  or  in  a  great 
degree  so.     The  measures  that  were  pursued  by  those  who  might  be 
.lermed  the  dominant  party,  though  in  many  instances  not  the  largest 
firty,  was  a  great  interruption  to  the  peace  and  harmony  of  society,  and 
prevented  meetings  from  coming  to  their  conclusions  in  the  unity.  Their 
OMduct  towards  Priscilla  Hunt,  in  Philadelphia,  was  another  cause  of 
^vision  of  sentiment:  and  without  going  into  particular  matters,  I  may 
jist  name  some  circumstances.     That  of  the  Meeting  for  SufTerings, 
tttempting,  in  what  was  considered  an  insidious  way,  to  force  something 
upon  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  the  form  of  what  was  called  a  creed.     This 
circiimstance  occurred  in  1823.     The  great  opposition  that  was  after 
ttk  manifested  to  Ellas  Hicks,  when  on  a  visit  here  in  1826,  also  had  a 
tendency  still  more  to  divide,  and  to  cause  divisions  in  society.     The 
conduct  of  the  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  in  rejecting  the 
itpresentatives  from  the  southern  Quarter,  was  another  prominent  excit- 
ing cause.     And  these  causes,  that  for  a  considerable  time,  perhaps^ 
were  confined  to  the  city,  or  at  least  pretty  much  so,  at  length  spread 
nto  some  of  the  country  meetings.     It  was  evident  that  a  party  was  ris- 
iignp,  that  were  disposed  to  excite  jealousies;  promulgate  false  reports 
<6lt  individuals,  tending  to  injure  their  standing,  religious  standing, 
InetB  to  be  understood,  of  some  of  our  valuable  ministers,  who  were 
ipposed  to  the  measures  that  had  been  carried  on  in  Philadelphia,-— 
(ttinisters  and  other  Friends,  I  should  say,)  by  the  dominant  partv  there, 
igimit  Elias  Hicks.     There  was  also  a  want  of  common  sociability,  and 
tk  social  intercourse  of  Friends  was  interrupted  by  it,  in  many   in- 
tiaces.    And  this  disposition  seemed  to  be  generally  growing  more  and 
•ore  prevalent,  until  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827. 

Q.  Was  that  disposition  excited  by  letters  and  pamphlets,  circulated 
Mthat  party,  to  prejudice  the  minds  of  Friends  and  the  public? 

A.  I  think  that  wa«  very  much«the  case,  from  what  I  have  understood. 
^  Friend  who  had  travelled  with  Priscilla  Hunt,  I  recollect,  through 
^iw  York  state  and  Upper  Canada,  the  summer  following  her  first  visit 
to  Philadelphia,  informed  me  that  many  letters  had  been  written,  into 
*mt  of  those  remote  parts,  to  prejudice  the  minds  of  Friends  against 
««r.  There  were  also  some  pamphlets,  I  don't  recollect  what  to  call  them; 
fte letter  of  Thomas  Eddy  was  one  that  got  into  print,  though,  I  believe, 
*«  designed  by  the  author  to  be  spread  in  so  public  a  way,  from  what 
I  have  understood,  but  to  be  circulated  more  privately, — which  letter 
VIS  calculated  to  lay  waste  the  religious  standing  of  Elias  Hicks,  and 
one  or  two  other  Friends  who  were,  I  think,  named  in  it,  were  also  im- 
plicated.    I  think  there  was  a  large  book,  or  pamphlet,  printed  about 
that  period,  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  that  was  said  to  be 
much  of  the  same  nature,  I  don't  know  the  title  of  it,  for  I  never  read  it. 
Q.  Has  the  Orthodox  party,  since  its  separation,  pursued  the  plan  by 
ssuing  documents  in  meeting  capacities,  of  unjustly  prejudicing  the 
mblic  mind  against  Friends? 
A.  I  think  they  have,  in  a  very  eminent  degree,  as  every  impartial 
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A.  I  hare  not  been  a  witness  personally  to  much  of  their  labours  cl 
that  sort,  and  therefore  do  not  wish  to  impeach  their  motires:  but  from 
what  little  I  have  experienced,  it  did  not  appear  to  be  that  spirit  of  re- 
storing love  that  has  been  the  usual  practice,  and  which  the  discipline 
enjoins  on  its  members,  in  the  exercise  of  this  rule.  But  I  may  also 
state,  that  I  think  I  do  not  know  of  any  instance  where  the  right  of  their 
thus  presuming  to  deal  with  Friends  was  acknowledged  as  correct,  and 
supported  by  the  discipline,  and  usual  order  of  society.  About  the^  time 
of  their  commencing  these,  what  has  been  called,  and  perhaps  justlj 
called,  sham  disownments,  there  was  a  considerable  excitement,  and 
some  alarm,  perhaps,  that  spread  through  the  society,  in  regard  to  mat- 
ters of  property:  it  was  understood  that  the  Orthodox  had  employed 
several  of  the  most  able  counsel  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  tkat 
they  were  acting  under  their  counsel,  in  proceeding  thus  to  disown,  ai 
they  called  it,  much  the  larger  part  of  society.  I  have  heard  of  a  great 
many  curious  circumstances  taking  place,  in  the  progress  of  their  this 
attempting  to  deal  with  and  disown  Friends;  such  as  frequently  sending 
their  messages  from  their  committees,  of  information  to  individuals  that 
they  had  brought  complaints  against,  and  also  their  papers  purporting 
to  be  disownments,  by  the  hands  of  a  little  boy;  and  in  some  instances» 
one  of  which,  however,  was  in  my  own  neighbourhood,  by  the  handsof 
a  black  man,  though  nothing  the  worse  for  being  so,  that  it  appeared 
that  in  many  instances,  this  kind  of  labour  had  become  very  irksome  to 
themselves;  and  some  of  them  have  acknowledged,  as  I  have  understoodi 
that  they  would  not  do  it,  if  they  had  not  been  told  that  it  must  be  done. 
Hence  it  is  scarcely  to  be  expected,  that  their  labours  could  have  much 
effect  in  reclaiming  those  whom  they  apprehended  had  gone  astray;  and 
I  think  within  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  of  Philadelphia  and  parts 
adjacent,  I  have  heard  of  but  three  instances  of  those  who  had  at  first 
united  with  Friends  returning  to  them  again;  and  one  other  instance  of 
another  person,  or  Friend,  that  did  for  a  time  return  to  them,  and  has, 
as  it  is  reported,  again  left  them. 

Q.  Has  each  meeting  of  the  society  the  exclusive  management  and 
control  over  its  own  property? 

A.  So  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  it  has  so. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting  of  Fifth-month,  1838? 
and  if  so,  did  the  Orthodox  party  then  secede  from  it? 

A.  I  did  so  attend  that  meeting;  and  a  separation  took  place  by  ^ 
number  of  individuals,  who  were  considered  of  that  party  spoken  ofi 
withdrawing  from  that  meeting,  during  the  first  sitting  of  the  Ycarlj 
Meeting;  and  who,  it  was  said,  went  to  another  place  and  held  a  separate 
meeting.  And  if  it  is  admissible,  I  will,  in  order  to  shorten  this  exa- 
mination, exhibit  an  epistle  that  was  issued  by  that  meeting  that  year. 

Q.  Was  that  epistle  adopted  by  that  meeting  while  you  were  pre- 
sent? 

A.  Yes,  I  was  present  when  it  was  adopted;  and  unanimously,  so  far 
as  I  recollect. 

The  witness  produced  a  printed  copy  of  the  epistle  spoken  of,  having 
the  signatures  of  Samuel  Mott  and  Mary  Bristol,  clerks;  which  is  offer- 
ed in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  and 
marked  by  me  Exhibit  O. 

Q.  To  what  extent  did  the  meeting  seem  to  be  diminished  by  the 
sccesyon  of  that  party  ? 
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A.  The  proposition  for  a  separaUon,  or  for  that  party  withdrawing^^ 
m  first  madct  I  think,  by  a  Friend  then  in  attendance^  from  Europe. 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  excitement  took  place  in  the  meeting,  in  con- 
leqnence  of  the  clerk  refusing  to  proceed  with  the  business  in  the  usual 
wiy:  but  after  this  proposition  seemed  to  be  acceded  to,  that  was  made 
bj  Thomas  Shilletoe,  (the  English  Friend,)  the  clerk,  in  defiance  of  the 
opposition  of  the  great  body  of  the  meeting,  proceeded  to  read  a  minute 
wlucb  I  could  not  distinctly  hear  from  the  noise  that  was  made  in  the 
houe,  but  I  then  understood  it  to  be  a  minute  of  adjournment:  imme- 
diately after  which  that  party  withdrew;  and  from  the  circumstance  of 
the  noise  in  the  house,  and  myself  not  being  far  from  the  clerk's  table, 
I  wu  satisfied  then  that  the  purport  of  the  minute  could  not  be  heard 
distinctly  oyer  one-half  of  the  house,  and  therefore  I  concluded  this 
measure  must  have  been  previously  determined  upon,  by  the  Orthodox 
party  instantly  rising  and  leaving  the  house;  and  I  have  understood,  and 
I  believe  it  is  mentioned  in  that  epistle,  that  there  were  two  hundred 
and  forty-five  individuals  who  withdrew  at  that  time*  As  the  clerk,  the 
old  clerkf  had  carried  off  what  papers  he  then  had  with  him,  which  did 
sot  appear  to  be  the  usual  book  of  minutes,  the  meeting  was  left  with- 
ost  having  all  the  papers  that  were  properly  belonging  to  the  Yearly 
Meeting*  A  new  clerk,  however,  was  appointed,  who  had  been  named 
preriously  to  the  separation,  in  consequence  of  the  old  clerk  refusing  to 
Kt  in  conformity  with  the  voice  of  the  great  body  of  the  meeting;  and 
the  meeting  proceeded  to  go  on  with  such  business,  as  they  then  had 
bcfere  them*  Although  there  had  been  such  a  great  excitement  before 
the  others  withdrew,  and  at  the  time  of  their  withdrawing,  the  meeting 
VII  favoured  to  regain  a  solemn  quiet ;  and  near  the  close  of  the  meeting, 
after  it  was  concluded  to  adjourn,  (I  mean  of  that  sitting,)  a  request  was 
mde  that  all  who  were  not  members  of  that  Yearly  Meeting  should  with- 
dnw  out  of  the  meeting.  I  did  not  then  know  the  object,  but  I  was 
afterwards  informed,  it  was  with  a  view  to  ascertain  the  number  of  their 
own  members  that  were  then  left  behind:  and  I  think,  if  my  recollection 
>enres,  there  were  near  or  about  seven  hundred.  I  will  not  be  positive 
as  to  the  number,  as  I  have  no  document  to  refer  to,  that  contains  the 
account* 

Q.  I  want  the  witness  to  give  the  result  of  his  own  observations  on 
the  meeting* 

A.  Well,  I  think  the  meeting  was  largely  attended  afterwards.  I 
ihottld  suppose  from  my  observation,  and  according  to  the  best  of  my 
itcollection,  it  did  not  appear  to  me  as  if  there  were  more,  or  at  least 
^  much  more,  than  one-fourth  had  withdrawn.  It  was  then  a  time  of 
peat  excitement  in  the  society,  and  I  think  it  very  probable  there  were 
Qore  collected  at  that  Yearly  Meeting,  than  was  usual.  I  had  been  at 
that  Yearly  Meeting,  if  I  remember  right,  in  the  year  1826.  I  have 
alio  attended  it,  since  the  separation,  in  the  year  1829,  and  I  remember 
then  making  the  observation,  that  I  thought  it  was  nearly,  if  not  quite, 
as  large  as  it  was  in  1 826. 

Q«  Did  you  attend  the  Baltimore  Yearly  Meeting  in  Tenth-month, 
1838,  and  if  so,  state  whether  a  secession  of  the  Orthodox  party  then 
took  place  from  it  ? 

A*  I  did  so  attend  that  Yearly  Meeting;  about  the  middle  of  the  week, 
I  think,  a  separation  did  take  place,  by  a  small  party,  I  think  it  was  on 
Foirth-day  evening,  announcing  their  intentions  to  meet  at  some  other 
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place  the  next  day,  perhaps  at  a  school  house;  and  invited  those  that 
were  in  unity  with  them,  to  meet  with  them*  There  was  some  little 
effort  made,  I  think,  by  George  Jones,  a  Friend  from  England,  perhaps 
on  Second-day  afternoon,  to  produce  a  separation,  but  the  Orthodox 
party  in  that  Yearly  Meeting  not  being  so  quick  on  the  trigger  as  hinh 
self,  were  not  then  prepared  to  go  with  him:  and  hence  the  separation  at 
that  time,  I  think,  was  confined  to  himself,  and  one  other  person,  who 
pretty  soon  after  announced  his  intention  to  withdraw,  and  went  off  with» 
I  suppose,  his  English  brother.  I  think,  George  Jones,  did  not  agaia 
attend  the  sittings  of  the  Yearly  Mating,  nor,  I  suppose,  the  other  per- 
son that  went  off  with  him.  But  the  separation  in  that  Yearly  Meetings 
I  think,  may  be  said  to  have  taken  place  without  much  noise  and  dih 
mour.  They  appeared  to  me,  I  thought,  to  be  a  more  moderate  kind  of 
Orthodox,  than  I  had  met  with  in  some  other  place?.  As  to  the  num- 
bers that  withdrew,  I  was  informed  the  morning  of  their  first  meeting, 
by  a  person  who  told  me  he  counted  them  as  they  went  into  the  gate  or 
house. 

Mr.  Frkt  to  the  witness.  It  is  not  proper  to  state  what  an  individiiil 
told  you,  unless  it  was  matter  of  general  rumour  or  report. 

Witness.  Well,  this  was  also  a  matter  of  general  rumour  and  report 
The  highest  number  I  heard  spoken  of  at  that  time  was  about  one  hun- 
dred and  thirty,  a  considerable  number  of  whom  were  strangers  that 
were  there  in  attendance.  I  may  state,  from  my  observation,  after  the 
reparation  took  place,  that  apparently  amongst  the  men,  there  appeared 
to  be  but  little  diminution  of  numbers :  there  were  several  who  had  stood 
in  conspicuous  stations,  and  taken  an  active  part  in  the  affairs  of  society, 
that  were  missed  from  their  usual  seats.  I  think,  if  my  recollectioa 
serves  me,  there  were  not  more  than  one  or  two,  perhaps  but  one  of  the 
representatives  from  the  different  Quarters,  that  seceded  with  this  num- 
ber; I  will  not  be  positive  on  that  point,  but  that  is  my  impression. 

Q.  Does  the  pamphlet  you  have  in  your  hand  contain  the  epistle  and 
extracts  of  that  meeting  for  that  year,  and  if  so,  were  they  adopted  to 
your  knowledge? 

A.  These  appear  to  be  the  extracts  of  that  year;  and  I  believe  they 
were  adopted  by  the  meeting.  The  epistolary  part  which  is  contained 
in  them,  was  read  and  approved  by  the  meeting,  and  the  other  parts  ap- 
pear to  be  taken  from  the  minutes  of  the  meeting,  in  the  usual  way,  as 
extracts. 

The  pamplet  was  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  complainant, 
and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  by  me  Exhibit  P. 

Q.  Is  **  Cockburn's  Review"  esteemed  a  correct  narrative  of  the 
causes  of  the  division  of  the  society  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadel- 
phia ? 

A.  So  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  it  is. 

Mr.  Brown.  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  noted,  that  I  object  to  the  book 
now  offered  in  evidence,  as  altogether  illegal  testimony,  and  inadmis- 
sible in  this  cause. 

Witness  in  continuation.  It  is,  I  believe,  generally  esteemed  by  the 
society  as  a  correct  statement  of  the  matters  of  fact,  so  far  as  it  goes,  in 
regard  to  the  separation  which  has  taken  place,  with  a  very  few  excep- 
tions. Perhaps  in  the  account  he  has  given  of  numbers  on  page  253,  the 
amount,  I  believe,  is  not  correct,  and  in  a  few  other  places  when  he  speaks 
of  numbers;  the  statement  of  numbers,  at  the  time  he  wrote,  not  being 
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•0  fiilly  ascertuned  from  the  different  meetings.  I  shall,  therefore,  only 
CMuider  myself  as  sanctioning  it  respecting  the  relation  of  facts  and  cir- 
cofflstances  that  come  within  my  own  knowledge;  and  the  other  parts 
nut  be  taken  from  common  repute,  as  many  other  things  have  been 
done.  There  is,  however,  one  circumstance  that  induces  me  to  believe 
tkat  general  credit  may  be  given  to  his  account,  and  that  is,  that  I  have 
never  yet  understood  that  the  Orthodox  party  themselves  have  under- 
taken to  review  ^t,  either  as  individuals,  or  in  any  official  way,  as  they 
liiTe  done  most  of  the  other  writings  that  have  been  issued  by  Friends 
ii  an  individual  capacity,  in  relation  to  the  subject  of  the  division;  as 
alio  those  writings  and  epistles  of  a  more  official  character.  I  may  also 
further  state  on  behalf  of  the  author,  that  he  is  a  valuable  minister,  who 
iru  fully  approved,  and  as  far  as  I  know,  universally  esteemed  by  Friends 
irhere  he  was  known,  previous  to  the  separation  that  has  taken  place; 
ipid  being  a  member  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  the  western  district, 
Hiladelphia,  for  several  years  previous  to  the  time  of  separation,  I 
think  I  am  safe  in  saying,  that  he  was  highly  esteemed  by  Thomas  Wis- 

Band  Ellis  Yarnall,  two  of  the  elders  of  that  meeting;  as  he  was  by 
meeting  at  large. 
L-Tke  book  named  by  the  witness,  entitled  *^Cockburn's  Review, '* 
piated  by  Philip  Price,  jr.  Philadelphia,  1829,  is  offered  in  evidence  on 
tk  part  of  the  complainant,  and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  by  me  £x« 
UUtQ. . 

[noon.  3 

The  book  referred  to  by  the  witness,  and  from  which  he  read  an  ex- 
tiict,  entitled  **  Gough's  History,"  vol.  iii.,  was  offered  in  evidence  on 
the  Mme  sidet  and  marked  by  me  Exhibit  R. 

The  testimony  thus  far  was  read  over  to  the  witness,  after  which,  ad- 
jooreed  until  to-morrow  morning  at  ten  o'clock. 

Thursday  morning,  December  16,  1830,  at  ten  o'clock,  A.  M.  The 
pirtiea  and  counsel  present  as  yesterday. 

Mr.  Brwnu  Many  of  the  facts  and  circumstances  detailed  by  this  wit- 
less, (fialliday  Jackson,)  are  stated  by  him  to  be  communicated  by  others; 
he  dioes  not  pretend  to  say  they  are  true,  of  his  own  knowledge;  to  all 
•icb  parti  of  his  testimony,  and  which  come  properly  under  the  charac- 
ter of  hearsay  evidence,  I  object,  as  incompetent 

Mr.  Price  enters  the  like  objection  to  the  like  testimony,  on  the  part 
of  the  witnesses  on  the  other  side. 

And  the  said  Halliday  Jackson  being  cross-examined  on  the  part  of 
the  uid  Joseph  Hendrickson,  affirms  as  follows,  viz: 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown.  When  did  the  last  general  revision  of  the 
ducipline  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia  take  place  ? 

Answer*  I  suppose  the  book  was  printed  in  1806.  I  think  this  is  the 
date  it  bears.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  at  the  Yearly  Meeting,  per- 
haps of  1805,  the  subject  must  have  been  then  before  the  Yearly  Meeting, 
of  the  propriety  of  a  revision  of  the  discipline;  and  my  impression  is, 
that  this  subject  was  referred  to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  together 
with  a  large  committee,  if  I  remember  right,  to  unite  with  them  in  re- 
vising the  discipline;  and  which  revision,  I  apprehend,  was  produced, 
and  read,  and  sanctioned  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  1806.    I  take  this  to 


another,  and  I  think  a  very  clear  evidence  afforded  us  that  the  Gremt 
Head  of  the  church,  was  again  visiting  his  people  with  renewed  mani- 
festations of  his  love  and  power ;  restoring  peace  and  harmony  in  the 
church,  and  affording  a  qualification  again  to  transact  the  business  of  a 
Yearly  Meeting,  in  christian  fellowship,  and  brotherly  condescension^ 
on  the  ancient  principles  of  the  Society  of  Friends;  and  for  the  same 
purposes  that  first  brought  them  together,  in  a  religious  capacity;  which 
was,  as  stated,  I  think,  in  one  of  our  epistles,  to  promote  righteousness 
in  the  earth;  to  edify  the  churches;  to  advance  the  various  testimonies 
which  have  been  given  us  as  a  society  to  bear,  and  to  attend  to  those 
various  concerns,  that  particularly  relate  to  the  welfare  of  society. 

Q.  Does  that; Yearly  Meeting  continue  to  be  sustained,  generally,  by 
the  same  meetings  and  individuals  it  did  before  the  separation? 

A.  The  next  Yearly  Meeting  was  held  in  the  spring  following;  in 
Fourth-month  1828,  and  was  then,  I  think,  represented  by  all  the  Quar- 
ters which  had  formerly  composed  the  Yearly  Meeting,  except  Philadel- 
phia Quarter;  and  a  large  portion  of  the  members  that  had  formerly  con- 
stituted that  Quarter,  were  also  there  in  attendance,  having  in  many 
instances  transferred  their  rights  from  some  of  the  Monthly  Meetings  in 
the  city  to  some  of  the  country  meetings,  in  consequence  of  their  being 
deprived  of  what  they  believed  to  be  their  religious  rights  and  privileges, 
in  some  of  those  meetings.  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting,  and,  I  think, 
Radnor  Monthly  Meeting,  had  both  attached  themselves  to  Abington 
Quarterly  Meeting.  With  this  exception  of  Philadelphia  Quarter,  I  think, 
the  Yearly  Meeting  was  sustained  by  all  the  former  Quarters  composing 
iu 

Q.  Was  it  by  the  like  general  consent  of  individuals,  Monthly  and 
Quarterly  Meetings,  that  the  same  Yearly  Meeting  had  been  originally 
established? 

Witness.  Does  thee  mean  to  go  back  to  the  origin  of  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ing  of  Pennsylvania? 

Counsel.  Yes. 

Witness.  From  what  I  can  learn  from  the  history  of  the  origin  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania  and  its  adjacent  parts,  it  WAsJirsi  esta- 
blished by  Burlington  Monthly  Meeting  alone,  in  the  year  1681.  If  it 
is  admissable,  I  can  read  a  short  extract  from  Gough's  history  on  the 
subject;  it  is  the  third  volume,  page  130. 

Mr.  Price.  The  book  shall  be  offered  as  an  exhibit. 

[Witness  proceeds  to  read  the  extract  proposed  by  him,  from  page  1 30.]}  - 
It  appears  that  the  members  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  when  convened^  ' 
*'  concluded  that  a  Yearly  Meeting  might  be  of  general  service;  and 
unanimously  agreed  to  establish  one,  in  Burlington;  the  first  of  which 
was  to  begin  the  28th  of  Sixth-month  following,  which  accordingly  met 
at  the  house  of  Thomas  Gardiner."  The  time  and  place  of  holding  it 
has  been  frequently  recited  here,  I  believe,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to 
prolong  this  examination  to  go  over  it  again.  And  although  I  am  not 
very  fully  acquainted  with  historical  facts,  in  relation  to  the  establish- 
ment of  the  first  Yearly  Meetings  on  this  continent,  yet,  I  believe,  there 
were  two  Yearly  Meetings  established,  one  in  Maryland,  and  one  in 
New  England,  some  years  previous  to  this  time,  when  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ing of  Pennsylvania  was  first  established.  And  which  Yearly  Meetings 
I  think  George  Fox  attended;  perhaps  near  ten  years  before  that  time;  I 
don't  remember  exactly  the  year  when  he  was  in  this  country.     And  I 
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life  not  been  able  to  discover  from  the  information  I  have  had  on  the 
Rbject,  that  either  of  those  Yearly  Meetings,  of  which  I  have  spoken, 
or  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  London,  were  consulted  by  Friends  of  Burling- 
lot  Monthly  Meeting,  in  the  establishment  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of 
Feomylvania,  et  cetera. 

Q.  Does  the  identity  of  a  Yearly  Meeting  depend  most  essentially  on 
the  house  where  it  meets,  or  on  its  being  composed  of  the  same  indivi- 
duls,  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meetings? 

A.  I  shoulcl  not  suppose  that  the  house  could  have  any  thing  to  do 
vith  the  identity  of  a  Yearly  Meeting,  if  the  members  who  composed 
that  Yearly  Meeting  in  their  official  capacities  as  Quarterly  and  Month- 
ly Meetings  should  agree  from  some  peculiar  circumstances,  and  exist- 
ing causes,  to  meet  elsewhere,  than  at  the  place  they  had  formerly  been 
accuitomed  to  meet  at. 

Q.  And  could  they  also  change  the  time  of  meeting,  as  well  as  the 
plice? 

Q.  Certainly  they  could.  A  Yearly  Meeting  is  an  independent  body, 
nbject  to  no  superior  head,  but  the  Great  Head  of  the  church :  and  what- 
ever he  may  in  his  wisdom  point  out  for  Friends 'in  a  Yearly  Meeting 
ctpidty  to  do,  they  certainly  have  a  right  to  do. 

Q>  If  the  meeting  house  were  barred  and  bolted,  or  surrounded  by 
pestilence,  could  Friends  convene  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity  at  an- 
other time  and  place,  from  what  had  been  usual? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  recollect  any  instance  of  that  nature,  in 
the  former  harmonious  times  of  society.     But  I  should  think  it  a  very 
Ruonablc  thing;  if  such  circumstances  occurred,  that  Friends  would 
hive  I  right,  without  its  being  considered  any  infraction  or  violation  of 
their  order  of  society,  to  assemble  at  a  time  and  place,  that  best  suited 
their  convenience  or  inclination.     As  I  said  before,  a  Yearly  Meeting  is 
ID  independent  body,  and  the  voice  of  that  body  must  govern  its  own 
proceedings.     There  was  a  circumstance  which  perhaps  would  come 
Dearest  to  it  of  any  thing  I  can  remember  of  former  times;  at  the  time 
the  yellow  fever  was  raging  in  Philadelphia  in  1798,  when  it  was  consi- 
dered almost  dangerous  for  country  Friends  to  come  to  the  city,  there 
verea  few  Friends,  I  understood,  comparatively  speaking,  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting  got  together,  and  agreed  to  hold  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  to  ad- 
journ the  Yearly  Meeting  to  meet  some  time  afterwards,  perhaps  in 
Twelfth-month;  at  which  time,  (I  speak  of  Twelfth-month  now,)  they 
igreed  to  alter  the  time  of  holding  the  Yearly  Meeting  to  Fourth-month^ 
Uistead  of  Ninth-month,  in  which  it  had  been  formerly  held. 

[noon.] 

^  Q.  By  what  proportion  of  the  members  of  this  Yearly  Meeting  in  1827, 
it  the  Yearly  Meeting  that  you  have  been  speaking  of,  sustained  ? 

A.  From  the  best  authenticated  account  that  I  can  obtain,  there  is 
eighteen  thousand  four  hundred  and  eighty-five  on  the  side  of  Friends; 
rf  those  called  Orthodox,  seven  thousand  three  hundred  and  forty-four: 
•f  neutrals,  or  those  that  were  undecided,  four  hundred  and  twenty-nine. 
[The  witness  makes  this  statement  from  a  written  statement  or  docu- 
feeat,  which  he  holds  in  his  hand.]  I  apprehend  that  this  account  docs 
lot  include  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Muncy.  The  documents  from  which 
it  has  been  made  out,  of  the  meetings  held  in  Pennsylvania,  with,  I 
Abki  one  or  two  exceptions,  or  two  or  three,  appear  to  be  official  do- 


rupted,  and  desired  to  stop:  the  impression  on  my  mind  is»  by  Samue.^ 
fiettle  himself.     I  am  not,  however,  certain  about  it 

There  was  one  matter  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  which  was  of  a  hu- 
mane and  benevolent  character,  that  Friends,  perhaps  of  both  parties^ 
were  pretty  much  united  in.    That  was,  to  raise  a  sum  of  money  to  as- 
sist Friends  in  North  Carolina,  perhaps,  in  procuring  the  freedom,  or 
getting  some  of  the  oppressed  Africans  transported  to  places  where 
they  were  likely  to  be  better  taken  care  of.     At  the  last  sitting  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting,  although  many  trying  circumstances  had  occurred 
through  the  week,  there  was  a  proposal  then  made,  which  perhaps  was 
the  most  so  of  any  that  had  occurred,  except  it  might  be  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  clerk,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  took  place. 

A  proposition  was  brought  from  the  women's  meeting,  I  think  stated 
by  them,  to  have  been  opened  by  Ann  Jones,  an  English  minister  then 
among  themf  to  appoint  a  committee  to  visit  the  Quarterly  and  Month** 
ly  Meetings,  constituting  the  Yearly  Meeting;  and  proposing  to  men* 
Friends,  that  they  should  consider  the  subject  of  appointing  a  commit- 
tee to  unite  with  them.  This  called  forth  a  great  deal  of  excitement* 
as  was  naturally  to  be  expected,  in  the  state  in  which  society  was  theiif 
and  from  the  party  measures  that  seemed  to  have  been  pursued,  both  in. 
that  meeting,  and  in  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders;  and  great  op** 
position  was  made  to  it.  Even  some  few  of  the  Orthodox  party  thetn- 
selves,  at  first,  did  not  appear  to  approve  it  But  there  were  others  of 
that  party,  that  strenuously  urged  the  propriety  of  such  a  committee 
being  appointed;  and  as  they  seemed  to  understand  one  another  pretty 
well,  apparently,  they  pretty  soon  united  in  urging  the  measure.  It  was« 
however,  strongly  opposed  by  much  the  larger  part  of  the  meeting;  I 
cannot  undertake  to  state  the  proportions,  but  I  should  think  myself 
safe  in  saying  two-thirds  of  it,  of  those  that  spoke.  But  it  seemed  all 
of  no  avail, — there  seemed  to  be  a  determination  in  the  few,  to  govern 
the  many,  and,  to  make  use  of  the  words  of  Abraham  Lower,  *^  either 
to  rule  or  to  rend  the  society, "*^and  having  a  clerk  at  the  table,  sub- 
ject entirely  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  party ;  he  made  a  minute,  and  took 
down  the  names  of  the  committee  that  were  offered  to  him;  whose nam^s 
I  have  not  a  list  of,  but  as  far  as  my  recollection  serves,  I  think,  Jona* 
than  Evans,  Samuel  Bettle,  Thomas  Wistar,  Thomas  Stewardson,  (per- 
haps,) Joseph  Whitall,  Benjamin  Cooper,  Hinchman  Haines,  Christo- 
pher  Healy,  (I  think,)  and  several  others,  amounting  to  more  than  a 
dozen,  I  believe,  in  all;  and  all  of  them  of  those  called  the  Orthodox  par- 
ty, and  a  considerable  number  of  them,  the  same  that  were  appointed  in 
the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  on  a  similar  committee.  No  Friend^ 
I  believe,  undertook  to  mention  a  name,  as  it  was  evidently  a.  strong 
party  measure,  that  the  great  body  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  had  no  unity 
with.  I  believe  this  was  the  last,  or  nearly  the  last  act  of  the  meeting 
that  year.  Friends  were  exceedingly  tried, — a  great  portion  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting:  but  they  had  no  hope  left  for  redress  from  that  body, 
under  its  then  existing  circumstances.  The  clerk  made  a  minute  ad- 
journing the  meeting  as  usual,  to  meet  again  the  next  year ;  **  if  the  Lord 
permit,"  was,  perhaps,  about  the  conclusion  of  it 

Q.  Did  the  party  that  assumed  to  rule  in  that  Yearly  Meeting,  then 
and  before  violate  the  usage  of  the  society  to  come  to  its  conclusions  in 
the  unanimity? 

A.  I  think  they  had  done  so  in  a  great  variety  of  instances.    The  ques- 
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e  Ivger,  as  a  large  number  is  appointed  on  important  occasions.  And 
1  this  subject  particularly  related  to  Philadelphia,  it  is  a  probable  case 
hit  there  might  have  been  some  additional  Friends  named  in  Philadel- 
ihia  Quarter,  or  otherwise,  liberty  given  for  Friends  who  felt  a  concern 

0  attend  with  that  committee ;  which  is  not  an  unusual  thing  in  the 
fearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Can  you  now  recollect  anv  other  person  than  Thomas  Scattergood, 
IS  being  on  that  committee  from  the  city,  or  as  having  used  those 
^*  strenuous  efforts?" 

A.  I  cannot  undertake  to  name  individuals;  the  thing  seems  to  have 
gone  from  my  recollection  who  they  were;  but  I  remember  after'the 
committee  broke  up,  that  Jacob  Lindley  and  myself  walked  to  our  lodg- 
ings together,  or  at  least  to  my  lodging;  and  I  think  we  had  some  con- 
versation on  the  subject  of  the  efforts  that  were  made  by  some  individuals 
to  have  this  meeting  established. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  certain  ministers  had  concerns  before  one  or 
more  of  the  Monthly  Meetings  of  Philadelphia,  to  visit  the  families  com- 
posing them:  was  not  the  object  in  laying  those  concerns  before  the 
respective  meetings,  to  have  their  unity  and  concurrence  to  proceed 
therein? 

A.  Whatever  the  object  of  individuals  might  be,  I  cannot  say:  I  may 
state  from  my  own  knowledge,  that  it  has  not  been  an  unusual  practice 
with  Friends  who  had  a  prospect  of  this  kind,  to  attend  at  the  time  of 
the  Monthly  Meeting  and  produce  a  minute  of  the  concurrence  and  unity 
of  their  Friends  at  home,  as  an  introduction  to  a  visit  of  this  kind:  and 

1  think  in  most  of  the  instances  with  which  I  have  been  acquainted,  such 
Friends  have  been  encouraged  to  proceed  in  their  visit;  and  frequentfy 
a  Friend  or  two  named  to  accompany  them,  and  assist-  them  in  per- 
forming the  visit.  But  I  think  there  have  been  frequent  instances  of 
Friends  proceeding  on  such  a  visit  without  their  first  laying  their  pros- 
pect before  the  Monthly  Meeting,  which  they  had  a  concern  to  visit. 
Neither  do  I  consider  it  necessary  in  the  order  of  society,  that  a  Friend 
Khould  be  obliged  to  take  the  sense  of  a  Monthly  Meeting  that  he  was 
Dot  a  member  of,  in  a  concern  of  this  kind,  when  he  had  the  consent  of 
his  own  Monthly  Meeting,  which  I  consider  the  only  legitimate  body  to 
judge  of  his  concern,  expressed  by  a  minute  or  certificate. 

Q.  When  an  individual  lays  such  a  concern  before  a  Monthly  Meeting, 
has  it  no  option  whether  its  families  shall  receive  such  a  visit  or  not? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  discipline  in  the  case,  as  it  regards  the  con- 
duct of  the  Monthly  Meeting;  but  I  should  suppose,  that  if  there  were 
some,  or  a  considerable  part,  of  the  members  of  that  Monthly  Meeting 
were  desirous  of  having  such  a  visit  in  their  families,  the  Monthly  Meet- 
ing would  have  no  right  to  reject  such  a  visit.  I  consider  it  very  much 
in  the  light  of  other  concerns  of  ministering  Friends  to  visit  the  meet- 
ings of  Friends  wherever  their  prospects  lead  them,  and  where  they  have 
liberty  so  to  do.  It  would  certainly  very  much  protract  their  visit,  or 
opede  the  progress  of  their  religious  concerns,  if  it  was  considered 
)bUgatory  to  first  have  the  consent  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  within  whose 
imits  they  were  about  to  perform  such  a  visit. 

Q.  If  no  individual  expresses  such  a  desire,  may  the  Monthly  Meeting 
eject  the  yisit.^ 

A.  I  have  never  known  an  instance  of  that  kind:  I  suppose  that  if 
tcry  member  in  the  Monthly  Meeting  expressed  their  objections  to  a 
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man  musl  be  convinced,  vrho  has  read  their  publications  of  that  natare 
Perhaps  the  first  of  these  official  documents  was  issued  by  the  Meeting 
for  Sufferings,  soon  after  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  at  least  in  the  course 
of  that  summer  of  1827.  I  have  not  read  it  lately — I  don't  know  that  I 
have  these  two  years^— but  I  was  satisfied  then  that  it  contained  charges 
that  were  altogether  unfounded,  and  a  great  deal  of  misrepresenutioi 
of  our  motives  and  views,  or  the  motives  and  views  of  Friends,  I  should 
say.  Their  next  official  document  I  recollect  of  that  kind,  [I  ought  to 
have,  said,  that  that  document  from  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  was  signed 
by  Jonathan  Evans  as  clerk,  to  make  it  official,]  as  I  before  said,  their 
next  document  of  that  kind  was  issued  by  their  Yearly  Meeting  in  the 
spring  of  1828,  and  signed  by  Samuel  Bettle  as  clerk,  which  also  cos- 
tained  charges  that  I  have  considered  entirely  unfounded,  and  calculated 
to  destroy  the  religious  standing  of  that  part  of  the  society  of  Friendii 
to  whom  it  seemed  to  be  applied  as  a  christian  people.  I  think  I  recol- 
lect seeing  some  account,  either  in  an  epistle,  or  some  document  that 
came  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  London,  that  the  Meeting  for  Suffe^ 
ings  in  London  had  received  a  letter,  I  think  from  the  Meeting  for  Suf- 
ferings in  Philadelphia,  giving  also  a  very  injurious  account  of  that  part 
of  the  Society  of  Friends,  who  now  compose  the  great  body  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  and  its  adjacent  parts. 
Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  10  o'clock. 

Tuesday  morning,  December  14,  1830,  at  10  o'clock.  Examination  of 
Halliday  Jackson  continued.     Present  the  same  as  yesterday. 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.  Did  the  great  body  of  Friends,  in  conse* 
quence  of  the  violation  of  the  harmony  and  principles  of  the  society,  by 
a  party,  proceed  to  hold  the  Yearly  Meeting,  independently  of  that 
party  ? 

A.  They  did  so  proceed.  The  various  disorders  that  I  have  before 
stated,  and  violations  of  the  order  and  discipline  of  the  society,  previ- 
ous to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827;  had  produced  in  the  minds  of  many 
Friends  a  strong  impression  that  the  conflicting  parties  could  not  much 
longer  harmonize  together  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity.  It  had  beea 
generally  understood,  that  some  of  the  leaders  of  those  called  the  Ortho- 
dox party,  had  made  declarations  that  there  must  be  a  separation.  For 
instance,  Thomas  Wistar  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia,  ai 
sta^d  by  Abraham  Lower,  had  made  this  public  declaration.  Joil 
Comly,  whose  mind  was  very  deeply  affected  with  the  scenes  and  discr- 
ders  that  had  occurred  previous  to  that  time,  seemed  to  be  impresael 
with  the  belief,  that  society  could  scarcely  be  saved  from  ruin,  in  an) 
other  way  than  by  dividing  from  this  dominant  party,  who  plaini) 
showed  by  their  conduct,  that  they  were  determined  to  rule,  and  to  havi 
the  government  of  the  church.  John  Comly,  therefore,  in  some  inter 
views  with  some  of  his  friends,  previous  to  that  Yearly  Meeting  held  ir 
1827,  had  opened  a  prospect  of  this  kind.  Although  he  has  been  charged 
by  our  Orthodox  friends,  in  some  of  their  perhaps  anonymous  pamphleti 
of  travelling  about,  and  holding,  I  think,  forty  caucus  meetings^  I  think 
as  they  called  them,  of  that  kind.  I  have  heard  him  say  myself,  that  hi 
he  never  had  more  than  four  or  five  that  could  be  called  any  thing  liki 
conferences  on  the  subject;  and  those  when  he  met  with  a  few  Friendi 
together,  while  lie  was  travelling  on  other  concerns*  In  one  of  those) 
and  one  only,  I  was  present,  and  perhaps  six  or  eight  other  FriendSf  be 
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lides  the  family  we  were  then  in.     He  then  opened  his  views  to  us  in  a 
very  solemn  manner,  respecting  the  distressing^  state  of  society,  and 
wUed  Friends  that  were  present  to  consider  the  subject.     He  stated 
that  he  did  not  wish  his  views  at  all  to  be  kept  secret.     Friends  that 
■ere  then  together,  expressed  much  tender  feeling  and  sympathy,  being 
iidly  sensible  of  the  tried  and  distressed  state  the  society  was  then  in. 
Bot  there  was  still  a  looking  towards  the  approaching  Yearly  Meetings 
with  a  hope  that  there  would  be  some  redress;  and  that  when  Friends 
bom  the  country  collected  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity,  they  might  be 
lUe  to  put  some  check  upon  the  disorders  that  were  prevailing,  which 
hid  been  principally  occasioned  by  the  dominant  party  that  were  princi- 
pilly  confined  to  Philadelphia,  and  had  assumed  the  right  to  govern  the 
froceedings  of  the  society.     I  think  John  Comly  expressed,  if  I  remem- 
ber right,  that  he  had  attended  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Philadelphia 
about  that  time,  or  previous  to  that  time,  and  perhaps  some  other  meet- 
iip;  and  he  thought  it  was  a  vain  hope.     I  believe  there  was  no  other 
Cflderence  that  I  have  knowledge  of,  (and  that  could  scarcely  be  called 
I conferencey  as  there  were  but  a  few  Friends  together,)  until  Fourth- 
4t]r  evening,  during  the  week  of  the  Yearly  Meeting.     There  were  then 
I  number  of  Friends  got  together  in  a  private  house,  perhaps  fifteen  or 
twenty,  I  cannot  state  the  number  precisely,  and  entered  into  a  considera* 
tkm  of  the  afflicting  state  that  the  Yearly  Meeting  was  then  in,  and  of 
the  society  generally  composing  it.     The  circumstances,  or  many  of 
them  that  I  have  heretofore  related,  as  tending  to  produce  division  in 
society,  together  with  the  scenes  that  had  taken  place  during  that  Yearly 
Meeting;  the  appointing  a  committee  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  ministers 
«kI  elders,  out  of  the  unity  and  harmony  of  the  body;  the  manner  in 
*hich  the  clerk  was  imposed  upon  the  Yearly  Meeting  by  much  the 
letser  number  of  the  body,  contrary  to  all  former  precedent.     These 
circumstances  that  had  already  transpired  previous  to  Fourth-day  evcn- 
ttg,  evidently  showed  that  the  unity  of  the  body  was  broken.     The  bond 
if  religious  union  was,  as  it  were,  rent  asunder,  and  that  by  a  minority 
*»  the  society  presuming  to  rule  over  a  great  majority.     The  next  con- 
uderation  in  that  conference  was,  what  steps  in  the  wisdom  of  truth 
vi»uld  be  best  to  take  to  save  the  society  from  ruin,  and  restore  peace 
Md  harmony  among  the  body  of  its  members.     It  was  then  proposed  to 
Bo^iinate  a  few  Friends  to  prepare  an  address,  and  to  have  a  more 
general  conference,  I  think  on  Fifih-day  evening.     The  invitations  were 
■ps^ad  more  generally  among  Friends,  and  they  collected  at  Green  street 
reecting  house,  I  may  not  be  mistaken,  when  I  say  from  two  to  three 
hundred,  perhaps;  it  was  a  large  number.     It  was  a  very  solemn  and  an 
awful  time;  and  Friends  seemed  very  desirous  to  be  under  the  guidance 
and  direction  of  the  great  head  of  the  church,  in  all  their  movements, 
and  a  great  solemnity  prevailed. 

After  several  very  weighty  communications  on  the  nature  of  the  busi- 
■eu  that  Friends  had  met  about,  the  address  that  was  prepared  was  read 
and  considered,  and  very  much  united  with.  The  evening  being  spent, 
Ihey  adjourned  until  the  next  evening,  to  meet  again,  further  to  deli- 
berate on  the  subject.  There  was  an  increased  number,  I  think,  that 
etening;  and  they  adjourned,  to  meet  again  at  the  rise  of  the  Yearly 
Heeling,  on  Seventh-day  morning.  It  was  then  expected  that  the  Yearly 
Meeting  would  conclude  with  a  short  sitting. 
That  laat  act  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  appointing  the  committee  I 
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Q.  What  parts  of  that  letter  from  Thomas  Eddy  did  Elias  Hicks  al- 
lege  to  be  untrue,  and  to  what  subjects  did  they  relate?  ^ 

A.  I  cannot  now  particularly  remember;  it  is  a  good  may  years  since. 
But  I  think  he  pronounced  it  to  be  generally  untrue,  or  misrepresenta- 
tion. 

Q.  Did  they  relate  to  the  doctrines  held  by  Elias  Hicks? 

A.  As  I  cannot  remember  the  particular  subjects,  I  will  not  unde^ .  ' 
take  to  specify  them.  But,  as  I  suppose  there  were  many  charges  made  ^ 
by  Thomas  Eddy,  in  regard  to  doctrine,  it  is  probable  some  of  them  ^ 
might  have  been  of  that  nature.  ] 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  some  opposition  being  made  to  Elias  Hicks'    j 
preaching,  at  Pine  street  meeting  in  1826,— -did  he  not,  in  that  meeting, 
deliver  some  sentiments,  which  many  Friends  considered  very  unsound 
and  objectionable? 

A.  As  that  testimony  has  been  printed,  and  perhaps  made  an  Exhibit 
in  this  examination,  (I  don't  know  how  that  is,)  I  must  refer  you  to  that, 
the  counsel  and  his  clients,  I  mean,  to  draw  their  own  conclusions,  r^ 
specting  the  soundness  of  his  doctrine. 

Counsel.  I  have  not  put  the  question  whether  those  doctrines  were 
sound;  but,  whether  there  were  not  some  Friends  who  considered  theiOy 
on  that  occasion,  unsound  and  objectionable  ? 

Witness.  From  the  nature  of  this  question,  it  appears  to  me,  to  be 
calculated  to  go  into  the  subject  of  doctrines,  and  matters  of  faith,^  which 
has  heretofore  been  protested  against  by  the  counsel  on  the  part  of 
Friends;  and  it  will,  therefore,  subject  me  to  the  necessity  of  making 
the  same  protest  fThe  question  was  again  read  to  the  witness,  whea 
he  further  answers, J  I  can  answer  as  far  as  I  know«  that  I  never  heard 
a  Friend  in  my  life  say,  that  they  were  unsound,  (that  I  have  conversed 
with,)  unless  what  Jonathan  Evans  and  Isaac  Lloyd  expressed  in  that 
meeting  might  be  construed  to  imply  unsoundness. 

Q.  Did  you  never  hear  that  those  doctrines  were  so  considered  un- 
sound by  many  Friends? 

A,  Why,  I  have  heard  a  great  deal  said,  to  be  sure,  and  seen  a  great 
deal  in  print,  in  regard  to  the  charges  this  combination  of  elders  in  Phi- 
ladelphia have  made  against  Elias  Hicks;  but  then  it  was  considered  bf 
the  great  body  of  society,  that  their  charges  were  unfounded. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  that  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Pine  street,  drew 
up  an  official  representation  of  what  they  considered  unsound  doctrines 
preached  by  Elias  Hicks  on  that  occasion,  and  forwarded  it  to  the 
Monthly  Meeting,  of  which  he  was  a  member? 

A.  I  never  attended  Pine  street  Monthly  Meeting,  I  think,  to  my  re- 
collection, when  any  subject  of  the  kind  was  before  it;  but  I  think,  I 
have  heard  that  some  statement  of  that  kind  was  got  up  by  a  dominant 
party  in  that  meeting,  by  no  means  united  with  by  the  meeting  at  largCj 
and  perhaps  forwarded  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Jericho;  but  I  think 
I  understood,  and  was  informed  perhaps  by  a  letter,  from  a  Friend  oC 
Jericho,- that  they  would  take  no  notice  of  it  there  ;  as  they  had  the  tet 
iimony  in  print,  and  had  had  the  opportunity  of  judging  of  it  for  them* 
selves;  they  could  predicate  no  charges  of  unsoundness  against  Eliai 
Hicks  from  that  testimony:  that  he  was  so  fully  approved  and  so  fully 
united  with,  by  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  which  he  was  a  member,  that 
they  were  fully  satisfied  with  him;  except  it  might  be  two  or  three  indi- 
viduals, one  of  whom,  I  think,  Thomas  Willis,  has  been  here  in  the 
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lUrte  of  this  examination,  and  fuU^  showed,  by  his  testimony,  that  he 
as  a  decided  enemy  to  Elias  Hicks.  It  was  not  only  his  own  Monthly 
leeting,  but  (le  was  so  universally  approved  where  he  was  best  known, 
At  it  was  in  vain  for  a  few  individuals  in  Pine  street  Monthly  Meeting 
I  attempt  to  lay  waste  his  character  as  a  minister  in  this  way.  I  may 
.rther  add,  that  he  was  of  such  high  standing  in  the  place  where  he 
red,  among  those  who  were  not  members,  that  he  was  often  applied  to 
T  counsel  and  advice,  in  settling  of  differences,  and  disputes,  that 
i^ht  arise  among  neighbours;  so  much  so,  that  I  have  frequently  heard 
udd,  that  a  ^^  lawyer  could  hardly  get  a  living  w.ithin  ten  miles  of 
here  he  lived. " 

Q.  When  you  speak  of  his  being  so  univeraally  approved,  do  you  al- 
ide  to  those  whom  you  call  Friends,  or  to  those  you  call  Orthodox  ? 
A.  I  have  been  speaking  of  a  time  before  there  was  much  distinction 
fthis  kind  made  in  the  Society  of  Friends;  however,  it  was  not  so  ek- 
;niively  made,  and,  of  course,  I  allude  to  the  society  in  the  general, 
at  when  these  distinctions  began  to  arise,  after  this  combination  of 
ders  I  have  spoken  of,  to  interrupt  the  religious  services  of  Elias 
licks,  I  suppose  those  who  then  went  by  the  name  of  Orthodox,  were 
nerally  united  with  the  elders  in  their  opposition  to  him;  but  this  was 
small  minority  of  the  society.  And  as  to  the  universal  esteem  which 
lose  not  of  the  society  had  for  him,  I  think  that  was  fully  evinced  by 
le  Urge,  and  unusually  large  assemblies,  that  collected  at  his  meetings, 
(most  wherever  he  went. 

Q.  Did  not,  what  you  call  the  opposition  of  Jonathan  Evans  at  Pine 
treet  meeting  on  that  occasion,  consist  in  the  expression  of  the  follow- 
ig  Kntiments,  after  Elias  Hicks  had  sat  down,  viz.  '^  I  believe  it  my 
ttt]r  to  say«  that  our  society  has  always  believed  in  the  atonement,  me- 
iadon  and  intercession  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ ;  that  by 
im  all  things  were  created,  in  heaven  and  in  earth,  both  visible  and  in- 
isible,  whether  they  be  thrones,  principalities,  or  powers: — we  believe 
iut  all  things  were  created  by  him,  and  for  him ;  that  he  was  before  all 
bings,  and  thai  by  him  all  things  consist.  Any  doctrine  which  goes 
Duvalidate  these  fundamental  doctrines  of  the  christian  religion,  we 
unot  admit,  nor  do  we  hold  ourselves  accountable  for ;  great  efforts  are 
*ov  making  to  bring  the  people  to  believe,  that  Jesus  Christ  was  no 
iK>re  than  a  man;  but  we  do  not  believe  any  such  thing,  nor  can  we  re- 
cite any  such  doctrine,  or  any  thing  which  goes  to  inculcate  the  idea. 
)Br  society  believe  Him  to  be  King  of  kings,  and  Lord  of  lords,  before 
'hose  judgment  seat  every  soul  shall  be  arraigned,  and  be  judged  by 
fiin.  We  never  did  consider  him  to  be  a  mere  man,  and  therefore, 
kit  people  may  not  suppose  we  hold  any  such  doctrine,  or  have  any 
iity  with  it?" 

A.  I  cannot  undertake  to  say,  that  that  is  exactly  what  Jonathan 
!vins  said;  but  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  embraces  several  mat- 
!ri  which  I  believe  he  did  say.  I  considered  it  then,  as  a  confession 
r Jonathan's  faith,  that  the  meeting  did  not  require  of  him ;  and  if  he 
signed  it  for  opposition  to  Elias  Hicks,  which  I  have  no  doubt  he  did, 
I  remember  my  impression  at  the  time,  that  it  did  not  well  apply  to 
ias's  testimony  at  that  time.  It  produced  great  unsettlement  in  the 
eeting;  but  Willet  Hicks,  from  New  York,  was  there,  and  after  some 
nc,  delivered  a  short,  but,  I  fought,  very  impressive  testimony,  after 
lich  the  meeting  pretty  soon  concluded.     Elias  Hicks,  in  the  good- 
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ness  of  his  heart,  kindly  offered  his  hand  to  Jonathan  Evana^  who,  loo; 
before  that,  had  b^en  his  faithful  friend ;  but  he  refused  giving^  him  hii 
hand,  and  seemed  very  much  aj^itated. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  then,  that  this  was  the  only  oppositioi 
made  by  Jonathan  Evans,  to  Elias  liicks,  at  that  time? 

A.  In  that  meeting,  I  don't  recollect  of  any  other  made  by  him;  there 
was  opposition  made  by  Isaac  Lloyd. 

Q.  Did  not  what  you  call  the  opposition  of   Isaac  Lloyd,   consiit 
merely  in  the  expression  of  the  following  sentences,  viz  :  ^'  I  unite  with 
what  our  friend  Jonathan  Evans  has  said.     We  never  have  believed  that 
our  blessed  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ  came  to  the  Jews  only,  for  he  \ 
was  given  for  God's  salvation,  to  the  very  ends  of  the  earth?** 

A.  I  recollect  Isaac's  remarks  were  very  short,  and,  I  think,  thatu  1 
about  the  substance  of  it.     I  cannot  be  certain  as  to  the  exact  language  i 
he  used.     When  the  meeting  broke  up,  I  think  Isaac  Lloyd  gave  Eliai 
his  hand;  for  he  had  not  long  before  that,  been  a  faithful  friend  to  Eiui 
Hicks;  and,  I  think,  when  this  combination    of    elders  essayed  to  have 
an  interview   with  Elias  Hicks,  at  Green  street  meeting  house,  Isaac 
Lloyd  accompanied  him,  as  the  friend  of  Elias  Hicks ;  and  if  I  have 
been  rightly  informed,  expressed  his  disapprobation  against  their  pro- 
ceedings, j 
Q.  This  was  the  only  opposition  made  by  Isaac  Lloyd,  to  Elias  Hicksy    j 
upon  that  occasion  ? 
A.  If  there  was  any  other,  it  was  not  known  to  me,  I  think.  ' 
Q.  Were  not  Isaac  Lloyd*s  views  respecting  Elias  Hicks  changed  ifi 
consequence  of  a  conversation  which  he  had  with  him,  on  the  subject 
of  the  doctrines  he  held? 

A.  I  cannot  say  how  that  was.  I  was  not  frequently  in  the  habit  of  , 
conversation  with  Isaac  Lloyd,  and  I  never  recollect  hearing  him  saf  i 
any  thing  in  regard  to  what  might  have  changed  his  views;  neither  dol  ^ 
remember  hearing  Elias  Hicks  say  any  thing  on  the  subject* 
Q.  Have  you  no  common  reputation  upon  the  subject  ? 
A.  Well,  I  think  I  have  heard  by  some  means,  but  I  cannot  say  how,  ' 
that  Elias  Hicks  and  Isaac  Lloyd  had  a  conversation  together,  in  which  j 
they  disagreed  in  sentiment  on  some  matters  :  but  what  those  mattere  . 
were,  I  can  give  no  account  of  them. 

Q.  State,  if  you  have  any  common  reputation  on  the  subject|,  whether    i 
or  not,  it  was  doctrinal  matters  on  which  they  disagreed  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  that  will  enable  me  to  state  what  those  mat- 
ters were,  or  else  I  should  do  it,  without  hesitation. 

Q.  Did  not  what  you  call  the  opposition  of  Thomas  Wislar,  to  Eliai  , 
Hicks,  at  the  Twelfth  street  meeting,  on  the  afternoon  of  the  same  daji 
as  that  at  Pine  street,  consist  in  the  expression  of  the  following  wordi, 
vzi:    **  I  think  it  proper  that  this  large  assembly  should  be   informed 
that  the  Society  of  Friends  have  always  believed  in  the  authenticity 
of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  the  prophecy  of  the  Evangelical  Prophet 
Isaiah.  Unto  us  a  child  is  born,  unto  us  a  son  is  given  ;  the  govemmefft 
shall  be  on  his  shoulders,his  name  shall  be  called  Wonderful,  Counsd* 
lor,  ^  the  Mighty   God,  the  everlasting  Father,  and  Prince  of  peace,  of 
the  increase  of  whose  government  and  peace  there  shall  be  no  end;  and 
also,  in  the  account  contained  in  the  New  Testament  of  the  miraculous 
conception,  birth,  holy  life,  crucifixion,  <Peath,  resurrection,  and  glori* 
ous  ascension  of  the  adorable  Son  of  God?** 
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fus  so  situated  at  that  meeting,  that  I  could  not  hear  all  that  was 
attempted  to  go  in  with  Elias  Hicks,  through  the  back  end  of 
e,  the  house  being  crowded,  and  the  yard  also,  when  we  got 
But  when  Elias  got  into  the  passage  leading  up  into  the  gallery, 
le  crowded  in  so  close  on  him,  that  I  could  not  get  through: 
t  again  into  the  yard,  and  got  as  near  to  one  of  the  end  doors,  I 
1 1  could  get  for  the  people,  aAd  stood  there  for  some  consider- 
;.  When  Elias's  Toice  was  heard,  there  was  a  great  pressing 
I  doors,  and  I  was  rather  pushed  in,  to  the  inside  of  the  door, 
homas  Wistar  spoke,  a  very  considerable  stir  took  place,I  think, 
cipally  in  the  youths'  galleries ;  and  there  was  so  much  noise, 
•son  cried  out,  I  think,  order,  order  !  and  others  called  to  Tho- 
itar  to  sit  down,  so  that  I  could  not  distinctly  hear  what  Tho- 
tar  said;  and,  therefore,  I  cannot  say  that  that  was  what  he  did 
at  occasion.  I  think,  however,  I  remember  hearing  the  words 
slical  Prophet  Isaiah." 

he  was  speaking,  Elias  tried  to  quiet  the  people;  and  some  per- 
ink,  in  the  youths'  gallery,  said,  that  they  would  not  be  quiet 
tmas  Wistar  sat  down,  if  my  recollection  serves  me  right. 
<ned  until  half  past  9  to-morrow  morning. 

morning,  December  17th,  1830,  at  half  past  9  o'clock.  Parties 
sel  present  as  yesterday. 
examination  of  Halliday  Jackson,  continued, 
on  by  Mr.  Brown,  Was  not  the  alleged  opposition  to  Elias  Hicks, 
the  women  elders  at  the  north  meeting,  of  the  same  nature  as 
onathan  Evans,  Isaac  Lloyd,  and  Thomas  Wistar? 
ink,  if  my  recollection  serves  me,  there  was  but  one  woman 
the  North  Meeting  that  was  in  the  station  of  an  elder,  as  I 
d*  I  think  there  was  another  woman,  who,  perhaps,  was  in 
m  of  a  minister,  if  I  recollect  right,  that  had  something  to 
I  could  not  undertake  to  say  now,  from  my  recollection,  that 
a  way  of  opposition.  What  the  woman  elder  had  to  say,  I 
d  was  much  of  the  same  character  of  that  of  Jonathan  Evans's 
nas  Wistar's,  as  far  as  I  could  understand,  and  have  since  under- 
dch  induced  me  to  believe  at  that  time,  that  there  had  been  a 
ion  or  combination  amongst  them,  previous  to  Elias's  attending 
stings. 

I  have  spoken  of  some  opposition  being  made  to  the  ministry 
lott,  in  Arch  street  Monthly  Meeting ;  was  not  the  only  oppo- 
de  on  that  occasion,  the  expression  of  objection  to  the  senti- 
ilcated  by  Mott,  that  *^  Jesus  Christ,  who  was  crucified  at  Je- 
was  not  the  Redeemer  and  Saviour  of  the  world?" 
m't  recollect  ever  hearing  of  that  sentiment  in  that  meeting, 
td  before,  in  my  testimony  in  chief,  I  was  not  present,  but  had 
:ommon  report,  as  also  from  some  of  the  members  of  that 
and  I  think  John  Mott  gave  some  information  himself,  as  he 
.  rode  about  thirty  miles  in  a  chair  together.  All  I  can  recol- 
t  the  subject  of  his  testimony  in  that  meeting,  was,  that  he  had 
luch  on  the  subject  of  love ;  and  that  Thomas  Wistar,  perhaps, 
imadversions  upon  it,  had  stated  something  to  this  amount, 
das,  under  a  profession  of  love,  had  betrayed  his  master." 
liott  being  a  minister,  well  esteemed  by  his  friends  in  the 
[.—II 
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Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York,  it  appeiircd  to  be  a  violation  of  that  ru 
of  discipline,  I  have  already  quoted,  in  the  case  of  William  Evans  o] 
posing  Priscilla  Hunt. 

Q.  Was  John  Mott  one  of  those  whom  you  call  Friends  ? 

A.  Yes— I  believe  he  remains  with  Friends  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  c 
New  York^  there  had  no  separation  taken  place  in  that  Yearly  Meetinj 
until  a  considerable  time  after  this  circumstance  happened. 

Q.  Were  the  observations  of  Thomas  Wis  tar  made  in  *the  publii 
meeting,  or  in  the  meeting  for  discipline  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have  understood  that  it  was  in  the  meeting  for  dbciplinc 
that  all  these  remarks  were  made. 

Q.  What  was  the  doctrine  preached  by  Nicholas  Brown^  and  whicb 
he  told  you  that  Jonathan  Evans  had  objected  to? 

A.  I  think  I  stated  in  my  testimony  in  chief,  that  I  had  never  beei 
fully  made  acquainted  with  the  subject  of  his  communication  in  Piae 
street  meeting;  and,  therefore,  I  am  not  able  to  fully  answer  the  ques- 
tion.  I  do  however  remember  to  have  heard,  there  wa^  something  said 
about  what  is  called  **  Original  Sin,"  or  on  that  subject.  I  believe  Uu^ 
is  as  far  as  I  can  recollect  any  particulars. 

Q.  Is  Nicholas  Brown  one  of  those  whom  you  call  Friends? 

A.  Yes,  he  is  so.  But  at  that  time  was  circumstanced,  I  believe,  ai 
John  Mott  was;  highly  esteemed  by  the  members  generally  of  New  York 
Yearly  Meeting.  And  I  don't  recollect  ever  to  have  heard  that  aaf 
Orthodox  Friend  in  that  Yearly  Meeting  had  any  uneasiness  respectbg 
him  at  that  time.  He  was  here  in  the  order  of  society,  I  think,  with  t 
certificate,  expressive  of  the  unity  of  his  friends  at  home. 

Q.  If  Jonathan  Evans,  or  any  other  elder,  was  dissatisfied  with  hif 
ministry,  was  it  not  in  the  order  of  society  for  him  to  express  that  un- 
easiness to  him  ? 

A.  It  was  certainly  a  privilege  that  any  elder  had  in  the  meeting  to 
which  he  belonged.  But  the  manner  in  which  it  is  done,  is  sometimes 
what  produces  a  breach  of  that  order  that  is  pointed  out  by  the  disci- 
pline; that  is  to  be  in  the  spirit  of  restoring  love. 

Q.  That  manner^  in  this  instance,  I  understand  you  were  unacquainted 
with,  as  you  were  not  there? 

A.  I  was  not  there.  But  from  what  I  understood  from  Nicholas 
Brown  himself,  Jonathan  had  treated  him  very  harshly  on  that  occasioa. 

Q.  Was  it  not  contrary  to  the  order  of  society  for  Nicholas  Brown  to 
make  this  communication  to  you,  instead  of  going  to  Jonathan  himsd( 
or  the  proper  officers  of  his  meeting  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  how  far  it  would  be  considered  contrary  to  the  ordtf  ^ 
of  society.  It  seems  that  Jonathan  and  he  had  had  an  interview,  asd' 
from  what  passed  between  them,  Nicholas  Brown  could  not  have  much 
expectation  of  any  advantage  or  reconciliation  taking  place  by  another 
interview  between  themselves  alone;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  have  an  interview  with  him,  in  company  with  a  few  Friends,  that 
were,  I  believe,  selected,  not,  I  apprehend,  by  himself,  but  perhaps  by 
some  other  Friends  who  came  to  the  knowledge  of  it;  and,  I  think,  it  t> 
probable  that  it  was  with  that  view  he  mentioned  it  to  me  in  the  manned 
he  did.  As  for  precedents  in  such  a  case,  although  I  don't  consider 
them  worthy  of  being  followed,  I  think  we  might  quote  a  number  ^i 
them  from  the  Orthodox  themselves;  as  in  the  case  of  Comfort  and  Bell; 
and  other  accusers  of  Elias  Hicks. 

Q.  Was  not  the  conduct  of  Nicholas  Brown,  in  making  that  charge 
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inathan  Evans  to  yoa,  respecting  what  had  occurred  between 
i  private  interview  between  themselves  alone,  a  breach  of  the 
!,  which  discourages  talebearing  and  detraction? 
it  depends  upon  the  motives  with  which  it  was  done.  And,  I 
m  what  Nicholas  Brown  informed  me  at  that  time,  his  inten- 
to  have  an  interview  with  Jonathan  Evans,  with  some  other 
resent,  in  order  to  have  a  further  explanation  on  the  subject  of 
occurred  between  them.  And  Ma/,  I  think,  is  a  liberty  that 
md  in  society  ought  to  have  when  he  thinks  himself  aggrieved. 
1  not  Nicholas  Brown  made  the  same  charge  against  Jona- 
is  to  a  number  of  Friends,  before  any  interview  was  spoken  of? 
mnot  say  how  that  was.  I  don't  recollect  any  thing  of  the  kind 
ly  presence.  I  believe  the  interview  between  him 'and  Jona- 
D8,  if  I  am  rightly  informed,  was  at  Samuel  Bettle's  house, 
cholas  Brown  then  lodged;  and  I  am  not  sure  that  it  was  al« 
>rtt;a/e  between  them. 

he  say  any  thing  to  you  at  the  time  he  made  tlie  charge  on  the 
such  an  interview? 

ink  he  did.  It  was  either  then,  or  soon  after,  in  a  conversa- 
bim,  he  told  me  where  it  took  place,  if  I  remember  right, 
is  not  the  discipline  prescribe  the  order  in  such  cases  to  be, 
ake  a  private  interview  between. him  and  you  alone;  and  if 
ivailing,  then  to  speak  to  the  overseers  of  the  meeting  to  which 
s. 

mst  refer  you  to  the  discipline  itself.  On  occasions  of  other 
hat  would  render  an  individual  amenable  to  the  discipline,  I 
1  that  is  the  order  prescribed.  But,  as  in  this  case,  I  believe 
Brown  had  no  design  at  all  to  make  any  charge  upon  Jonathan 
an  official  way,  through  the  channel  of  the  overseei^:  I  appre- 
I  somewhat  of  a  different  character;  and  that  his  views  and 
rere,  in  mentioning  it  to  some  of  his  friends,  to  have  a  further 
ding  with  Jonathan  on  the  occasion;  and,  if  possible,  a  recon- 
•etween  them. 

[  not  you,  and  a  number  more  of  your  party,  make  strenuous 
I  to  the  concern  of  Anna  Braithwaite,  to  have  a  joint  opportu- 
the  men  and  women  Friends,  at  the  time  of  Concord  Quarterly 
held  at  Wilmington  in  1826? 

have  a  clear  recollection  of  that  circumstance,  the  Quarterly 
it  that  time  met  separate,  men  and  women  apart,  yrithelagedshut' 
t  term  is  used.  And  soon  after  the  meeting  was  settled,  I  think, 
a  request  of  that  kind  came  from  the  women's  meeting.  How 
was  oppositioh  made  to  the  concern  itself,  I  cannot  now  under- 
y.  I  think,  however,  there  was  some  opposition;  and  if  I  am 
ken,  it  was  stated  that  she  had  taken  up  a  good  deal  of  time 
vious  Quarter,  among  men  Friends,  in  the  same  way.  There 
d  deal  of  difference  of  sentiment  expressed  about  it,  and  a  good 
rhat  are  now  called  the  Orthodox  party,  seemed  very  anxious 
?r  admitted,  at  that  time.  It  was  thought,  however,  by  a  great  _ 

^rs,  that  as  the  business  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  was  weighty,  a 

>e  best  to  proceed  through  with  that,yir«/.    At  least,  the  con-  ^ 

nna  Braithwaite  to  be  further  considered,  when  the  business 
through  with.  When  the  business  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting 
1,  the  subject  was  again  revived,  if  I  remember  right,  and  I 
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do  not  recollect  that  then  there  was  any  opposition  made  to  it.  If  the 
was,  it  has  escaped  my  recollection.  I  don't  remember  what  I  may  ha 
said  on  the  occasion  myself,  in  the  previous  part  of  the  meeting;  bui 
have  the  impression,  that  I  was  then  at  the  latter  period  consenting 
her  being  admitted.  A  message,  I  think,  was  sent  to  women  Friends,  i 
forming  them  that  the  way  was  now  open  for  an  opportunity  of  th 
kind. 

The  circumstances  are  very  much  gone  from  me;  but  I  think  the  pa 
tidons  were  opened,  and  she  had  that  opportunity.   I  think  Elisha  Bate 
and  other  Friends,  some  of  the  Friends  from  Ohio,  were  also  there, 
remember  drinking  tea  with  them,  and  spending  the  evening  very  plei 
santly  in  Anna  Braithwaite's  company. 

Q.  Was  not  opposition  made  by  yourself  and  others  of  your  party  1 
a  concern  of  Ann  Jones,  to  pay  a  visit  to  the  men's  meeting,  at  the  tin 
of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  at  Concord,  in  Second-month  1827? 

A.  I  do  remember  a  circumstance  of  that  kind.  But  I  could  not  I 
able  to  fix  the  date,  when  a  request  of  that  kind  was  made  by  Ann  Jooe 
It  met  with  great  opposition  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting.  It  was  a  tin 
of  year  that  there  was  more  business  than  usual  for  the  Quarterly  Mee 
ing  to  attend  to ;  the  days  were  very  short;  if  it  was  in  Second-moni 
as  stated,  that  is  the  time  when  all  the  queries  are  answered,  and  tl 
reports  made  out  for  the  next  ensuing  Yearly  Meeting.  There  wer 
however,  strenuous  efforts,  I  think,  made  by  a  few  individuals  in  oi 
Quarterly  Meeting,  to  have  her  admitted,  at  all  events;  but  it  was  strong 
opposed  by  the  great  body  of  the  meeting,  and  therefore,  it  was  su 
pended  at  that  time.  But  if  I  have  a  distinct  recollection  of  the  circur 
stances  after  the  business  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  was  got  through,! 
formation  was  sent  into  the  women's  apartment,  that  if  the  concern  st 
remained  with  them,  the  way  was  then  open  for  it.  I  think  the  messe 
ger  on  his  return,  reported  that  she  had  declined,  or  something  to  th 
effect,  and  had  sent,  as  I  understood  afterwards,  rather  an  angry  me 
sage  to  the  meeting,  that  he  did  not  choose  to  deliver  in  the  terms  si 
had  expressed  it.  As  to  what  I  might  have  expressed  on  that  occasii 
myself,  I  cannot  now  say;  but  I  have  very  little  doubt  that  I  was  oppos< 
to  her  being  admitted,  in  the  forepart  of  the  meeting.  And  I  think  I  r 
collect  saying  something,  after  the  messenger  returned  from  the  w 
men's  meeting,  importing  that  I  thought  we  had  now  sufHcient  eviden 
that  she  was  not  under  a  right  concern^  or  in  a  right  disposition^  or  son 
thing  to  that  import. 

Q.  Were  the  business  of  the  meeting  and  the  shortness  of  the  days  tl 
ground  of  the  opposition  to  her  visit? 

A.  I  think,  if  I  remember,  that  some  gave  that  as  a  reason.  I  dot 
know  to  what  extent. 

Q.  Was  it  the  ground  of  your  opposition  to  it? 

A.  I  cannot  say  how  I  then  felt;  but  I  think  it  is  likely  it  wasAwo/, 
together.     I  was  disposed  to  exercise  my  own  feelings  on  the  occasic 
But  I  don't  know  but  what  I  was  consenting  to  the  message  being  « 
to  her,  at  the  close  of  the  meeting;  and  am  inclined  to  think  that  was  t 
case. 

Q.  What  then  was  the  ground  of  your  opposition  to  her  visit? 

A.  I  cannot  say  what  operated  upon  my  mind  at  that  time. 

Q.  Was  not  the  message  sent  by  Ann  Jones,  and  which  you  have 
presented  as"  rather  angry,"  in  substance  as  follows,  viz:  that  she  co! 
not  move  in  so  solemn  an  engagement,  at  the  command  of  man,  and  s 
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apprehended  the  right  time  for  the  performance  of  what  she  believed  to 
he  her  duty  in  that  concern  had  passed  by? 

A.  I  cannot  say  all  that  she  had  told  the  messenger  to  communicate 
Id  the  men's  meeting;  nor  I  don't  think  he  communicated  all  that  is 
Aoe,  to  them,  if  my  recollection  serves.  But  if  I  remember  right, 
tkere  was,  iW>m  what  I  heard  afterwards,  I  think,  in  part  from  the  mes- 
aenger  himself,  and  from  some  of  the  women  Friends,  something  more 
thiB  what  has  just  been  read  to  me. 

Q.  Can  you  state  what  that  more  was? 

A.  I  cannot,  altogether.  But  it  seems  to  me  it  was  in  substance  that 
tkose  who  had  been  the  cause  of  preventing  her  at  that  time  she  wished 
to  go,  would  have  something  to  answer  for,  or  something  to  that  amount, 
I  don't  pretend  to  give  the  words. 

Q.  Were  not  both  those  women,  Anna  Braithwaite  and  Ann  Jones, 
ipproved  ministers  in  the  Society  of  Friends,  travelling  with  certificates 
of  the  unity  and  concurrence  of  their  Monthly,  Quarterly,  and  select 
Yearly  Meetings? 

A.  They  came  from  England;  I  believe  with  all  the  necessary  creden- 
tials of  this  kind,  so  far  as  I  know.  But  unfortunately  for  them,  soon 
after  their  arrival  here,  they  became  warm  partisans,  and  strongly  at- 
tached themselves  to  that  party  called  Orthodox,  that  tended  to  and 
iully  produced  the  separation  in  the  Society  of  Friends.  Hence  their 
hbours,  and  more  particularly,  I  think,  that  of  Ann  Jones,  were  not  of 
tkat  character  that  we  had  formerly  experienced  from  those  who  came 
irom  beyond  the  waters,  to  visit  this  land  in  the  love  of  the  gospel.  But 
VCK  much  of  a  nature  calculated  to  ^  divide  in  Jacob  and  scatter  in 
IvaeL''  Frequent  denunciations,  and  accusations,  and  criminations  were 
poned  out  upon  us,  under  Ann  Jones'  ministry  particularly;  preferring 
charges  of  unsoundness,  and  deism,  and  almost  every  thing  that  was  bad, 
a^flst  a  large  portion  of  society,  in  many  of  the  meetings  which  she 
Tiiited.  These  things  had  an  effect,  as  they  were  charges  that  Friends 
knew  very  well  were  not  true  in  themselves,  and  therefore,  not  becoming 
a  minister  under  a  profession  of  preaching  the  gospel  of  Christ;  and 
hence  it  was  believed  that  her  trumpet  had  given  an  uncertain  sound. 
Ai  I  think  I  told  her  myself  in  an  interview  I  had  with  her,  under  a  con- 
cern to  see  her  on  a  certain  occasion.  It  is,  therefore,  not  to  be  mar- 
velled at,  that  way  did  not  open  to  receive  her  in  a  large  Quarterly 
Meeting,  as  freely  as  if  she  had  kept  herself  more  on  the  neutral  ground. 

Q.  Was  it  then  their  opposition  to  the  doctrines  of  Elias  Hicks  and 
Ui  fiiends,  which  made  them  what  you  call  *'  warm  partisans  of  the 
Orthodox  party?" 

A.  I  have  not,  I  believe,  in  my  account  of  Ann  Jones,  said  any  thing 
about  her  doctrine,  as  it  regarded  any  peculiar  views  which  she  might 
hare;  as  that,  I  apprehend,  is  not  now  within  the  jurisdiction,  nor  ought 
not  to  be  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  civil  tribunal  for  them  to  deter- 
fldae  upon;,  and,  therefore,  as  it  regards  the  charges  of  the  party  in  op- 
podtion  to  Elias  Hicks,  so  far,  I  think,  as  I  have  gone  into  it,  I  have 
iierely  stated  facts. 

ConnseL  The  question,  I  believe,  is  not  answered. 

Witness.  Please  to  read  the  question.  [It  is  read  to  the  witness,  when 
he  farther  answers,]  I  did  not  then  understand  the  question  as  in  rela- 
tion to  Anna  Briuthwaite  and  Ann  Jones.  I  believe  there  is  no  doubt  but 
that  they  made  great  opposition  to  Elias  Hicks,  from  what  I  have  un- 
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derstood,  and  their  charges  against  him  were  no  doubt  of  that  charac- 
ter.  But  the  great  body  of  Friends  oji  this  continent  could  not  unite  with 
them  in  the  measures  they  seemed  to  have  embraced  against  Elias  Hicki. 
I  think  the  question  is  fully  answered,  as  well  as  I  am  able  to  answer  it 
But  I  may  further  state,  that  I  believe,  that  the  visit  of  those  Engtish 
women,  and  the  part  they  had  taken  generally,  in  the  course  of  thtir 
visit  to  this  country,  greatly  tended  to  accelerate  and  finally  to  prodoce 
the  separation  that  has  taken  place:  not  only  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of 
Philadelphia,  but  also  in  several  of  the  other  Yearly  Meetings  on  the 
continent  of  America. 

Q.  At  Concord  Quarterly  Meeting  held  at  Darby  in  Eleventh-month, 
1826,  did  you  not,  after  Ann  Jones  had  appeared  in  a  testimony  in  the 
men*8  meeting,  express  your  dissatisfaction  with  what  she  said,  and  de*  ■ 
sire  all  the  elders  6f  that  Quarterly  Meeting  to  meet  that  evening  on  the 
subject? 

A.  No,  I  think  I  expressed  no  opposition  to  Ann  Jones,  whatever,  in 
that  meeting.    If  I  did,  however,  'tis  entirely  gone  from  me.     But  she, 
and  Elizabeth  Robson,  I  think,  who  was  there  at  the  time,  came  into 
the  men's  apartment  some  time  during  the  sitting,  and  they  had  pretty 
lengthy  communications.     As  to  Elizabeth  Robson's,  I  don't  remembe^ 
so  much  about  it;  but  Ann  Jones's,  or  a  great  deal  of  it,  was  of  that  cha- 
racter, that  I  have  spoken  of  in  a  former  answer.     She  preferred  high 
charges  against  some  that  might  be  supposed  to  be  present  in  that  meet- 
ing from  the  nature  of  that  communication,  calling  them  deists,  or 
something  that  implied  that ;  being  led  by  a  proud  and  Luciferian  spi^ 
rit;  and  made  high  charges  against  the  elders  on  this  extensive  conti- 
nent; stating,  I  think,  that  if  they  had  been  faithful,  they  would  have  put 
a  stop  to  this  proud  and  Luciferian  spirit,  that,  according  to  her  account, 
had  spread  so  much  in  this  land.     It  appeared  to  me  to  be  of  such  a 
character,  and  such  an  outrage  upon  the  meeting,  some  part  of  it  rather 
of  a  pei*sonal  nature,  alluding  to  things  she  had  heard  in  that  house, 
that  I  thought  it  was  high  time  the  elders  had  exercised  their  faithful- 
ness towards  her;  and  more  especially,  as  she  had  found  fault  with  them 
for  their  unfaithfulness.     I,   therefore,   after  the  women  withdrew,  I 
think,  stated  to  the  meeting,  that  I  had  a  proposition  to  make,  without 
mentioning  any  thing  of  the  nature  of  it,  but  wished  the  meeting  first 
to  go  through  with  the  business.     The  meeting  did  so,  and  at  the  close 
of  the  meeting,  I  requested  that  the  elders  belonging  to  that  particular 
Quarterly  Meeting,  might  convene  that  evening.     I  think  I  was  request* 
ed  to  name  an  hour,  which  was  done;  perhaps,  seven  o'clock  was  agreed 
upon:  at  which  time,  I  think,  there  were  fourteen,  if  I  remember  rightt 
of  the  elders  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  that  convened  on  the  occasion* 
A  number  of  others  that  were  then  in  attendance  with  their  families 
from  a  distance,  were  under  the  necessity  of  going  home,  and  could  no* 
attend.     I  was  requested  (I  should  have  said,  these  were  all  men-Friends^ 
there  was  no  women,  nor  no  request  made  publicly  for  them  to  attendO 
to  explain  the  motive  of  thus  convening  the  elders;  and  I  called  thei^ 
attention  to  the  purport  of  Ann  Jones's  communication.     I  thought,  i» 
these  charges  were  true,  it  was  time  something  was  done,  in  a  socict)^ 
capacity,  perhaps.     If  they  were  not  true,  I  thought  there  was  an  obli^ 
gation  rested  on  that  meeting,  or  on  the  elders  of  that  Quarterly  Meet-' 
ing,  to  take  some  care  in  regard  to  her.     And  I  think,  every  individual^ 
perhaps  except  one,  that  was  then  present,  expressed  some  uneasiness 
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irith  her  connnUDicatioii:  that  one,  I  think,  the  youngest  man,  I  believe, 
in  the  company,  and  who  had  been  but  lately  appointed  to  the  station, 
apressed,  that  he  felt  very  little,  or  perhaps,  '*if  any,"  he  said,  un- 
euiness ;  he  was  known  at  that  time  to  be  a  pretty  warm  partisan  on  the 
Orthodox  side.     There  were,  I  think,  four  others,  and  I  have  no  objec- 
ions  to  mention  their  names,»-'Philip  Price,  Cheney  Jeffries,  (an  elderly 
Friend,  who  has  since  deceased,)   Benjamin   Sharpless,  and  Nathan 
iharpless,  who  were  then  considered  as  leaning  to  the  Orthodox  side : 
ind  when  the  separation  took  place,  took  that  side  of  the  question.  But, 
[  think,  they  all  united  in  a  prospect,  that  it  would  be  right  for  some 
individuals  of  the  company  to  see  Ann  Jones  on  the  occasion.    I  told 
tbem  I  was  willing  to  see  her,  for  one ;  and,  I  think,  I  requested  Philip 
Price  to  join  me  in  the  visit.    He,  however,  made  some  excuse,  I  think, 
that  it  would  not  suit  him,  or  something  to  that  amount,  I  do  not  recol- 
lect particularly;  I  made  inquiry  whether  Ann  Jones  was  still  in  the 
neighbourhood,  and  I  think  we  were  informed,  that  she  had  taken  her 
dinner  immediately  after  the  meeting,  and  was  gone  to  the  city,  which 
prevented  any  opportunity  being  had  with  her  at  that  time.     It  was  then, 
I  think,  suggested,  to  consider  what  was  best  to  be  done,  and  if  I  recol- 
lect right,  I  think  Philip  Price  recommended,  that  it  should  rest  upon  the 
minds  of  Friends,  and  if  way  opened  for  any  individual,  or  individuals, 
they  should  take  an  opportunity  with  her.     We  therefore  separated  at 
that  time,  and  several  of  them  went  home  with  me  and  lodged,  among 
vbom,  I  believe,  were  two  or  three  of  those  that  were  considered  of  the 
Orthodox  party,  though  then  very  moderate  men.    The  ciders  of  Darby, 
of  which  there  were  three  besides  myself,  under  that  appointment,  con- 
vened on  the  subject,  and  we  did  not  feel  satisfied,  that  the  thing  should 
Kit  where  it  did.    Inquiry  was  made,  and  we  found  that  pretty  soon 
ifter,  she  had  left  the  city,  so  that  we  could  not  come  at  a  personal  inter- 
view, and  therefore  we  thought  best  to  write  her  a  letter,  expressive  of 
the  uneasiness  she  had  given  at  that  Quarterly  Meeting,  which  we  all 
>igned,  and  I  took  it,  and  left  it  at  her  lodgings  in  Philadelphia,  which 
letter,  if  it  was  proper  evidence  in  the  case,  1  have  no  objections  to  its 
king  placed  on  record,  but  which,  I  suppose,  would  not  be  admissible. 

Counsel.  We  have  no  objection  to  its  being  produced  and  made  an 
exhibit. 

The  witness  produces  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  which  he  has  spoken, 
^d  reads  it. 

The  said  copy,  after  being  read  by  the  witness,  was  offered  in  evi- 
5(ice,  and  by  consent  of  the  parties  and  counsel,  marked  by  me  Exhi- 
^t  S,  exparte  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow.  (See  Appendix.) 

The  witness  proceeds.  While  on  the  subject  of  Ann  Jones,  I  will  add 
^^ther.— I  think  it  was  the  next  First-day,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  after 
^Q  had  received  this  letter,  she,  with  her  husband  and  several  others, 
^me  out  to  Darby  Meeting;  and  as  if  she  thought  she  had  not  done 
^r  business  well  before,  poured  out  another  flood  of  declamation  and 
rimination  upon  us,  stating  that  she  believed  we  had  been  led  astray 
y  wicked  and  designing  men — that  she  had  preached  the  gospel  to 
^e  fishermen,  the  sailors,  and  the  miners,  in  her  own  country— men 
^at  we  would  disdain,  as  she  said,  to  set  with  the  dogs  of  our  flocks; 
•Hd  they  would  even  blush  at  our  conduct.  And  among  many  other 
^ings,  I  think  she  charged  us  with  denying  or  undervaluing  the  scrip- 
^^8;  and  that  the  heathen,  who  never  had  the  scriptures,  would  go  into 
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the  kingdom  of  heaven  before  us,  or  something  to  this  amount-— and 
believe  nearly  the  vrords  that  I  have  repeated,  she  did  express.  As  s] 
had  charged  the  elders  in  our  Quarterly  Meeting  with  a  neglect  of  dut 
we  thought  it  would  be  best  to  let  her  know,  that  we  were  willing  t 
improve  by  her  advice.  And  therefore,  two  of  us  came  to  the  city  soo 
afterwards,  to  have  a  personal  interview  with  her.  We  called  on  he 
at  her  then  lodgings,  at  Thomas  Wistar's,  and  made  her  acquaintei 
with  our  motive  in  calling  to  see  her;  and  informed  her,  in  the  presenc 
of  her  husband,  Thomas  Wistar,  and  his  wife,  that  we  had  no  objectioi 
to  having  any  of  her  friends  present,  that  were  with  her  at  that  meetini 
in  Darby,  and  which  she  expressed  a  desire  to  have.  This  was  prett] 
early  in  the  morning,  and  I  think  she  fixed  the  hour  for  the  interview  ti 
3  o*clock  that  afternoon — at  which  time  we  attended.  There  were  three 
other  Friends,  besides  herself  and  her  husband,  who  lived  in  the  citfj 
and  I  think  we  spent  near  an  hour  together,  in  which  we  opened  our 
concern  to  her,  and  uneasiness  that  her  last  visit  had  occasioned.  We 
perhaps  at  first  inquired  of  her,  whether  she  had  received  a  letter  thtt 
the  elders  of  Darby  had  sent  to  her;  and  she  said  she  had — and  we  told 
her,  that  if  she  had  any  reply  to  make  to  that  letter,  we  were  willing  to 
hear  it:  but  I  think  she  said  she  had  none,  and  made  no  remark  further 
respecting  it  I  repeated  to  her,  1  think,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect,  what 
I  have  repeated  here,  of  what  she  had  communicated  in  that  testimony, 
and  desired  the  other  Friends  who  were  present,  if  I  was  not  correct, 
that  they  might  correct  me:  but  they  did  not  object,  I  think,  to  any  part 
of  it.  The  interview  was  entirely  a  friendly  one;  we  told  her  that 
Friends,  in  their  particular  meetings,  were  generally  pretty  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  state  of  their  own  members:  that  we  did  not  believe 
there  were  any  such  persons  amongst  us  as  she  had  endeavoured  to 
point  out;  and  therefore,  ''her  trumpet  had  given  an  uncertain  sound." 
We  could  get  very  little  reply  from  her.  I  think  she  stated,  that  what 
arose  in  her  mind,  she  thought  it  right  to  communicate;  and  there  she 
believed  she  must  leave  it.  And  so  we  parted  in  a  friendly  manner^ 
without  receiving  any  further  satisfaction  from  her. 

By  consent  of  the  parties  and  their  counsel,  adjourned  until  Tuesday 
morning  next,  at  ten  o'clock. 

Tuesday  morning,  December  21st,  1830.  Pursuant  to  adjournment, 
the  parties  and  counsel  attended  as  before.  Mr.  Brown  for  Joseph  Hen- 
drickson ;  Mr.  Price  for  the  complainant,  and  Stacy  Decow. 

At  10  o'clock,  A.  M.  cross-examination  of  Halliday  Jackson  continued* 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown,  Had  you  spoken  to  Ann  Jones  privatelyi 
according  to  gospel  order,  before  you  called  that  meeting  of  the  elders 
respecting  her  testimony  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  No,  I  had  not :  it  was  in  the  same  meeting  in  which  she  had  mad< 
these  charges  against  some  part  of  the  meeting,  which  I  suppose  sh^ 
thought  was  present;  and  it  appeared  to  me  to  be  such  an  outrage  upoi 
the  meeting,  that  it  required  the  attention  of  the  elders  that  were  thci 
present;  and  therefore  the  request  was  made  before  the  meeting  closed 

Q.  Was  Ann  Jones  informed  of  the  meeting  of  the  elders  of  Concord 
Quarter,  called  by  you,  or  of  the  charges  intended  to  be  then  brougb 
against  her? 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  her  being  informed,  but  I  have  no  doub 
at  all  but  she  knew  of  the  proposition  being  made  in  the  meeting;  as  i 
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Mmber  of  her  friends  were  with  hery  and  heard  it  made:  and  I  believe 
•he  made  her  way  to  the  city  as  soon  as  she  convetiently  could,  after  the 
neeting.  Thomas  Evans,  I  believe,  was  at  that  meeting,  and  told  me, 
I  think,  in  the  yard,  that  he  thought  my  proposition  would  not  come  to 
mch,  as  if  he  might  be  conscious  himself  of  the  object  that  I  had  in 
^  OfBWf  although  I  had  not  stated  in  the  meeting  what  the  object  was,  if 
n  remember  right. 

^    Q*  Then  she  could  not  have  been  informed  of  the  charges  that  were 
to  be  brought  against  her? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of.     The  uneasiness  which  she  occasioned  was 

■duequently  communicated  to  her  in  the  letter  which  has  been  made  an 

,  exhibit  in  this  examination;  and  on  inquiring  of  her  if  she  had  any  reply 

'  to  make  to  that  letter,  I  think  she  said  she  had  none ;  or  at  least,  made 

•0  reply. 

Q«  In  the  meeting  of  the  elders,  did  not  yourself  and  others  of  your 
urty  express  your  opinion  that  Ann  Jones  ought  to  be  stopped  from  the 
Hither  prosecution  of  her  visit;  and  was  not  a  proposal  made,  that  a 
committee  should  be  appointed  to  give  her  that  advice? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  any  such  proposal  as  stopping  of  her,  in  the  pro- 
Kcstion  of  her  religious  visit;  and  I  think  the  letter  fully  shows  that 
there  was  no  design  of  that  kind,  but  merely  to  caution  her  against  what 
ve  thought  a  very  improper  liberty  she  had  taken  in  dealing  out  her 
charges  and  denunciations  against  a  large  portion  of  the  Society  of 
FHends*  But  I  think  there  was  a  proposal  made,  and  I  am  not  very 
certsitt  about  that,  but  I  remember  some  objections  being  made  to  making 
:  tty  formal  appointment  to  visit  her;  but  if  any  individuals  felt  the  way 
opcafor  it,  they  should  embrace  such  an  opportunity. 

Q.  Did  not  Elias  Hicks  attend  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Concord  held 
It  Darby,  in  which  Ann  Jones  delivered  the  testimony  which  gave  you 
to  much  offence? 

A.  Yes;  Elias  Hicks  was  there  at  that  Quarter,  and  a  large  number 
cf other  strangers;  more,  I  think,  than  I  had  almost  ever  remembered 
kbgat  the  Quarter  at  one  time.  I  think  Willet  Hicks  [[See  correction 
tttheclose^  was  there,  and  Edward  Hicks,  if  I  remember  right:  Town- 
*ad  Hawkhurst,  I  think,  from  Long  Island,  Nicholas  Brown,  from  Up- 
ptr  Canada,  and  several  others  were  there:  it  seems  to  me  there  were 
^  or  two  from  Ohio. 

Q.  When  she  spoke  of  sentiments  that  she  had  heard  uttered  in  that 
toeeting  herself,  did  you  understand  her  to  allude  to  what  she  had  heard 
hm  Elias  Hicks? 

A  I  could  not  tell  to  what  she  alluded;  but  she  had  had  no  oppor- 
Wtj  of  hearing  any  thing  delivered  among  men  Friends  on  that  day, 
pvcrious  to  her  coming  in  amongst  them;  and  I  therefore  supposed  she 
^Bit  be  alluding  to  something  she  had  heard  in  that  house  in  the  meet- 
'H  of  ministers  and  elders  the  day  previous,  when  Elias  Hicks,  I  think, 
^  Nicholas  Brown,  and  perhaps  one  or  two  others,  had  something  very 
tokmn  and  edifying  to  communicate. 

Q.  Are  the  three  other  elders  who  beside  yourself  signed  the  letter. to 
Aan  Jones,  of  those  whom  you  call  Friends? 

A.  Yes;  they  were  all  of  those  that  I  call  Friends,  and  remain  to  be  so. 

Q-  Was  not  the  *'  Berean,"  a  work  edited  and  published  under  the 
l^tronage  of  those  you  call  Friends,  and  was  it  not  generally  approved 
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and  circulated  by  them,  as  giving  a  correct  view  of  the  doctrinal  differ^ 
ences  which  existed  among  Friends? 

A.  That  seems  to  be  travelling  off  the  ground  that  we  haTe  been  tra- 
Tersing.    I  can  only  say  as  to  that  work,  that  it  was  an  anonymous  pab> 
lication,  which  neither  the  Society  of  Friends,  nor  any  individual  that  I 
know  of,  was  responsible  for  but  the  author  himself:  and  how  extensive 
its  circulation  was,  I  cannot  tell;  but  I  think  I  remember  the  first  I  saw 
of  any  of  the  numbers  in  circulation,  was  in  the  house  of  an  Orthodos 
Friend,  Nathan  Sharpless's,  at  Concord.    [See  correction  at  the  close.] 
He  and  several  others  that  were  convened  there  at  the  time  of  the  Qua^ 
terly  Meeting,  several  of  whom  were  of  the  Orthodox  party,  so  far  u 
the  distinction  was  known  at  that  time,  seemed  to  be  much  interested 
in  the  reading  of  the  work.     I  might,  previous  to  that,  have  seen  the 
prospectus,  or  the  first  number,  though  I  am  not  certain.     I  took  the 
work  myself,  and  I  believe  it  was  taken  by  some  Friends;  a  number  of 
Friends,  perhaps,  and  by  a  great  many  that  were  not  membevt  of  thi    * 
Society  of  Friends.    As  it  regards  doctrinal  differences,  eTeryFrini    ^ 
may  have  their  own  opinion  on  that  subject;  and  as  it  regards  imhiiw'    ' 
about  doctrines,  as  I  have  heretofore  stated,  a  temporal  tribumlisMt 
the  proper  place  to  judge. 

Q.  You  then  decline  answering  the  question? 

A.  I  decline  giving  any  opinion  upon  doctrine,  as  irrelevant  in  tUi 
case,  in  my  apprehension;  and  I  had  heretofore  understood  that  no  qM^ 
tions  were  to  be  put  of  that  nature. 

Counsel.  I  would  remind  the  witness  that  his  opinion  of  the  doctrfaes 
is  not  the  question.  j 

Witness.  And  I  therefore  don't  wish  to  give  the  opinion  of  others  oo 
that  subject. 

Counsel.  Do  you  not  know  from  your  own  knowledge,  or  from  geneni 
repute,  that  it,  **the  Berean,"  was  edited,  circulated,  and  approved  by 
those  you  call  Friends? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  but  it  was  edited  by  a  Friend,  from  the  information  \ 
I  have  had;  and  I  believe  it  was  read  by  a  considerable  number  of  Friends; 
and  as  far  as  I  know,  it  was  generally  approved.  But  I  wont  undertake 
to  say  that  it  was  approved  by  all  that  read  it,  for  I  don't  know  the  fact 
As  I  said  before,  it  was  a  work  for  which  the  author  alone  was  respos- 
sible.  I  cannot  say  how  far  Friends  circulated  it ;  I  was  not  an  agest 
for  it  myself,  and  therefore  do  not  know. 

Q.  In  a  letter  written  by  you  to  a  Friend  in  Ohio,  in  First-month  18S8, 
alluding  to  the  differences  in  the  society,  did  you  not  say  to  him,  ^there 
is  a  paper  published  in  Wilmington,  called  the  Berean,  well  calculated 
to  spread  light  on  these  subjects ;  I  should  be  glad  it  was  circulated 
among  you?" 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  any  thing  about  what  I  might  have  written  tot 
Friend  in  Ohio,  (as  I  have  written  many  letters  to  Ohio,)  unless  I  saw 
the  letter.  If  I  wrote  a  letter  giving  an  account  of  the  general  state  of 
Friends  here,  I  have  no  doubt  but  I  then  wrote  what  I  thought  was  the 
truth,  from  the  best  information  I  had. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  this  letter,  and  see  whether  it  is  yours? 

Witness.  Is  it  in  my  handwriting? 

Counsel.  No;  it  purports  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  you  to  a 
Friend  in  Ohio. 

Witness.  [Taking  the  paper,  and  after  rcadinc  and  examining  it  says,] 
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I  cannot  snj  whether  this  is  an  exact  copy,  word  for  word,  of  the  letter 
written  by  me,  but  I  have  no  objection  to  its  being  made  an  exhibit  in 
thU  cause:  I  have  myself  no  copy  of  the  letter  I  wrote:  I  think  it*s  likely 
lUi  ii  a  copy,  as  near  as  may  be,  though  I  cannot  say  as  ta  the  exact 
words* 

The  said  paper  was  then  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  said 
foteph  Hendricksoni  and  marked  by  me  Exhibit  No.  40.    [See  Appen- 

The  Witness  further  says,  I  would  merely  state,  that  at  the  time  this 
wu  written,  the  numbers  were  not  so  fully  ascertained  as  they  have  since 
ten.  I  have  therefore  stated  in  it,  the  proportion  to  be  more  on  the 
iie  of  Friends,  than  they  appear  to  be  from  a  more  correct  enumeration, 
it  slso  appears,  that  in  two  of  the  Quarterly  Meetings  in  Jersey  I  have 
(heed  more  on  the  side  of  the  Orthodox  than  they  have  since  turned 
nttwbe. 

^.  Was  not  Doctor  William  Gibbons,  of  Wilmington,  Delaware,  the 
MMtad  editor  and  owner  of  the  *^  Berean?" 

A*  He  was  reputed  to  be  sa.  But,  I  think,  in  an  examination  of  this 
khd  jt  if  hardly  fair  to  draw  out  the  names  of  anonymous  writers.  But, 
if  oir  Orthodox  friends  will  keep  to  the  ground  they  have  taken,  and 
(KieM  the  names  of  but  a  small  part  of  their  anonymous  publications, 
ttitgoto  destroy  and  lay  waste  the  character  of  a  large  portion  of  the 
ItdeCjof  Friends,  I  have  no  objections  to  the  name  being  given  in  the 
fNMit  instance. 

^  Are  you  acquainted  with  Benjamin  Webb,  of  Wilmington,  Dela- 

A*  I  know  the  man,  I  have  no  intimate  acquaintance  with  him;  I 
krre  not  been  in  his  company  for  a  year  or  two  past,  that  I  recollect. 

Q«  Previous  to  the  separation,  was  he  not  well  known  to  be  one  of 
four  party,  and  strongly  opposed  to  those  you  call  Orthodox? 

A.  I  think  at  that  time  he  was  rather  considered  on  the  part  of 
Priends.  Bat,  I  don't  think  he  was  so  strongly  opposed  as  some  others 
aight  hawe  been.  I  can  tell  very  little  about  him.  I  remember  once, 
lowerer,  bang  at  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Wilmington,  when  he  seem- 
sd  tQ  take  rather  a  neutral  ground,  on  some  subject  which  was  before 
kt  meeting,  that  had  some  bearing  on  the  state  of  society;  but  what  that 
ikbiect  was,  I  cannot  now  remember. 

Q.  He  is  still  a  member,  is  he  not,  of  the  society  to  which  you  be- 

A.  I  hawe  never  heard  of  his  being  disowned. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  he  is  still  a  member? 

Am  I  can  only  say  that  I  know  nothing  to  the  contrary;  I  have  not 
ictid  of  his  being  disowned. 

Q.  Wat  he  not  the  principal  agent  for  the  ^^  Berean"  for  some  years 
lefore  that  paper  was  given  up? 

A.  I  think  if  my  recollection  serves  me,  he  was  advertised  in  that  pa- 
er,  as  general  agent,  perhaps,  for  it. 

Q*  Was  the  meeting  at  Wilmington,  a  branch  of  Concord  Quarterly 
feeting  in  1826? 

A.  Yes,  it  was  so;  and  remains  to  be  so. 

Q.  Since  the  separation,  have  not  Benjamin  Webb  and  others  of  those 
hom  you  call  Friends  set  up  a  newspaper,  called  the  ^  Delaware  Free 
ress,*'  which  is  published  weekly  at  Wilmington? 
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A.  1  doa't  know  any  such  circumstance  from  my  own  knowledge, 
have  never  saw  >ucb  a  paper,  that  I  knoir  or. 

Q.  Have  you  no  general  repute  in  relation  to  that  matter  ? 

A.  I  suppose  the  counsel  will  now  be  willing  to  withdraw  bis  objl 
tion  to  that  part  of  my  testimony,  which  is  founded  on  repute  or  k 
■ay. 

The  counsel  explains  between  hearsay  and  matters  of  general  r 

The  witness  is  at  a  loss  to  draw  the   distinction  between  mi 
general  repute  and  hearsay  ti^siiraony,  but  rurthcr  answering, 
can  answer  the  question  so  far  as  1  know — I  have  heard  some  t 
Bucb  a  paper  being  published,  and  that  Benjamin  Webb  was  BomM 
concerned  in  it  :  but  as  to  the  paper  itself,  I  know  nothing  about  It, « 
have  never  seen  one. 

Q.  Does  common  repute  go  so  far  as  to  give  any  other  person  oFll 
description  alluded  to,  in  the  question,  a  concern  in  that  paper? 

A.  Well,  I  have  not  knowledge  enough  on  the  subject  either  h 
hearsay,  or  in  any  oilier  way,  to  say  whether  there  is  more  than  Bll 
mln  concerned  in  it,  or  not. 

Q.  Is  it  not  generally  reputed  that  that  paper  advocates  lliCMI 
tnents  of  Frances  Wright,  Robert  Dale  Owen,  and  others  of  that  idw 

A-  Well,  as  I  have  never  seen  one  of  those  papers,  1  will  not  and 
take  to  say  what  it  advocates. 

The  question  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  sayf,  I  fal 
had  very  little  information  on  the  aubject  of  that  paper :  perlMpi^ 
night  have  heard  it  said,  that  some  who  were  in  favour  of  that  paper,! 
otherwise  concerned  in  it,  might  have  attended  Fanny  Wright^s  k 
tures.  If  I  had  seen  that  paper,  and  was  acquainted  with  its  coated 
I  should  be  willing  to  tell  you  all  that  1  knew  about  ii. 
Qboon.] 

Q.  Have  you  no  further  information  in  relation  to  that  paper,  lit 
j>ou  have  suted,  either  by  common  reputation  or  otherwise? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  say  that  I  have  any  further  than  what  I  have  stVt 
any  more  than  that  the  Society  of  Friends  do  not  approve  of  that  | 
per,  as  a  society,  as  I  learn  from  common  report;  neither  do  tb^lC 
prove,  1  believe,  in  the  least,  of  the  views  of  Fanny  Wright  or  tMsOff 
that  is  spoken  of,  which  was  hinted  as  being  advocated  in  that  paper^ 

Q.  By  common  repute  do  you  not  know  that  there  is  a  consider^ 
number  of  those  you  call  Friends  at  Wilmington,  who  unite  with  Bl 
jamin  Webb,  and  uphold  him  in  the  avowal  of  his  sentiments? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is;  1  apprehend  that  the  number  la  II 
amall  that  will  uphold  him  in  any  sentiment  going  to  espouse  the  fll 
of  Panny  Wright,  If  such  are  hia  views.  As  to  his  sentiments  geaeni 
I  am  not  acquainted,  for  1  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  knotriagi 
judging  for  myself. 

Counseh  It  appears  that  the  witness  does  not  understand  the  qu 
tion,  which  is  not,  what  are  the  sentiments  of  Benjamin  Web)%  b 
whether  by  common  reputation  these  are  not  those  of  the  persona  na 
ed  in  the  queslign,  who  do  unite  with,  and  uphold  him  in,  the  avo« 
of  his  sentiments? 

A.  I  thought  1  had  answered  that  question  already,  when  I  said  1 1 
lieved  the  number  was  very  small,  from  any  information  1  had  < 
subject. 


__    there  &re  some  of  those  you  call  Friends  that  do  unite  with 
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A.  1  hive  no  knowledge  of  that  circumstance,  only  from  faearsa,yi  I 
pi  only  tell  what  1  know,  and,  I  ihink,  from  the  best  information  1  have 
oti  a  Friend  iu  Wilmington  told  me,  there  were  not  more  than  three 
r  four  that  seemed  lo  unite  with  Benjamin  Webb,  or  in  favouring  those 
lews  that,  you  say,  have  been  held  up  in  that  paper  alluded  to,  It  la  a 
■bjcct  iball  know  ver;lUtle  about;  therefore,  can  say  but  little. 
,  Q.  SVct«  you  one  of  a  committee  of  your  Quarterly  Meeting  which 
Itcnded  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  those  you  call  Friends  held  in  Wil- 
ihkglDn  OB  29lb  of  Tunlh-month  last,  when  Benjamin  Webb  dcdar- 
t  himself  to  1>e  one  of  the  editors  and  proprietors  of  that  paper,  and 
rawed  and  defended  the  principles  which  it  leaches? 

A.  I  was  on  the  committee  of  the  Quartcriy  Meeting,  but  I  was  not 
^en;  at  that  time :  and,  therefore,  can  give  no  account  of  that  circum- 
tnce.  I  think  it  ia  the  hrat  I  have  heard  of  it.  I  was  on  a  journey 
mr  ibe  rootintains  in  that  month,  and  if  [  had  got  home,  I  had  but  just 
|M  hone,  and  1  did  not  attend  with  the  committee.  1  was  there  in  at- 
Mdrace  with  the  committee,  the  month  pi-cviouB  to  that,  I  think,  and 
R  had  a  very  cumforlable  Monthly  Meeting.  There  was  no  such  suh- 
Mt  then  agitated  in  the  meeting,  nor  any  thing  of  that  nature,  that  X 
tcdUecL 

;<!.  By  general  repute,  do  you  not  know  that  he  has  published  ic 
H^-fifih  number  of  his  paper,  an  account  of  the  transactions  that 
ibOB  in  that  Monthly  MeeUng,  i.  c.  sgth  of  Tenth-month  last  i 

A,  Xo — I  know  not  any  thing  about  it.  I  have  not  heard,  before  It^ 
ttilf  agitated  here,  any  thingof  that  circumstance. 

Q.  After  a  meeting  held  at  Byberry  in  Eleventh -month,  1 836,  did  _ 
m,  in  the  hearing  of  several  persons,  address  an  acknowledged  minis- 
hr,  who  had  appeared  in  a  testimony  in  that  meeting,  with  these  wordiS: 
"thee  baa  come  here  this  morning  with  a  lie  in  thy  mouth?" 

A.  I  suppose  about  that  time,  I  don't  remember,  but  about  that  time 
I  WM  at  that  mecting-^and  to  give  an  account  of  the  circumstance,  I 
nait  give  a  little  account  of  that  meeting.  George  Jones  and  Ann  were 
■bere^^VVllliam  Evans,  and  some  others,  I  think,  that  were  not  members 
rf  iL  Ann  Jones  had  poured  out  one  of  those  kind  of  sermons  or  com- 
Bmlcations,  a  little  similar  to  what  I  have  described  at  Darby  meeting, 
lUch  contained  a  good  deal  of  declamation,  as  I  thought;  charges  of 
Bwundness,  £cc.  which  I  can't  at  all  remember  to  describe;  however,  it 
■pared  quite  as  much  as  the  meeting  was  able  to  bear.  After  she  had 
not,  William  Evans,  1  suppose,  thought  it  was  not  quite  well  enough 
ld  he  would  try  to  do  it  a  little  better.  He  made  similar  chargea 
[iwss,  Gcc,  and  among  other  things,  I  think,  stated,  that  it  felt 
If  the  very  air  was  tainted  with  the  breath  of  infidelity,  as  he 
mgh  the  country,  or  nearly  those  expressions.  I  felt  very 
I  with  it,  and  i  confess  I  felt  a  little  warm.  After  meeting 
of  the  ciders  [see  correction  at  the  close}  of  that  meeting,  and 
r»U  Ulking  to  him  iu  the  yard,  and  I  thought  he  {William}  seemed  to 
ike  pretty  warm.  I  stepped  up  to  them,  and,  I  think,  I  said  to  him,  that 
"  I  believed  he  had  come  to  that  meeting  with  a  lie  in  his  mouth — that 
divine  spirit  had  never  authorized  him  to  preach  such  doctrine.— 
ealtcd  on  him  to  aiy  who  were  these  people,  or  where  were  they  to 
'U  (ound,  that  held  these  priuciplca."     He  immediately  called  to  hit 
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brother  Thomast  who  was  a  little  way  off,  I  think,  and  told  him  what  I 
had  saidy  at  which  they  both  got  pretty  warm.  After  I  left  hinii  aad 
before  he  left  the  yard,  another  elder  of  that  meeting,  as  he  afterwiirdi 
told  me  himself,  took  an  opportunity  with  him,  on  the  subject  of  hii 
communication;  but  what  passed  between  them,  I  do  not  know,  only  tlut 
this  elder  was  very  much  dissatisfied  with  what  was  said  in  the  m€etm|k 
I  did  not  feel  entirely  satisfied  myself  with  the  manner  of  my  apeakng 
to  him.  I  believe  it  was  the  only  time  that  I  can  recollect,  that  I  hid 
felt  any  warmth  on  an  occasion  of  that  kind;  and  I  mentioned  to  tUi 
elder  that  had  last  spoke  to  him,  that  I  thought  I  should  feel  better  Mdii 
fied,  to  make  some  apology  to  William  Evans  for  the  manner  of  nj 
speaking  to  him,  but  I  could  not  take  back  any  of  the  force  of  it  Bit 
bis  reply  was,  ^^  he  would  not  have  me  to  do  any  such  thing;  that  hehdr 
not  got  half  as  much  as  he  deserved."  I,  however,  some  time,  not  haf 
after,  met  William  Evans  in  the  street,  and  spoke  to  him  with  a  viewtt 
stopping  him,  in  order  to  have  some  conversation  on  the  subject,  bnthl 
would  not  stop,  nor  take  any  notice  of  me;  and  seldom  since,  when  hi 
meets  with  me.  I  therefore  thought  I  had  done  all  that  was  necesssrf 
on  my  parb— <ind  as  the  Orthodox,  in  one  of  their  anonymous  paUiOr 
tions,  which  was  generally  called  ^  Evans's  Pamphlet,"  have  held  ap 
this  circumstance  to  public  view,  to  the  injury  of  my  character,  I  iB 
now  glad  they  have  elicited  this  opportunity  of  a  full  explanation  of  thfi 
subject. 

Q.  Was  the  elder,  of  whom  you  have  last  spoken,  one  of  those  whoil 
you  call  Friends? 

A.  Yes.  Very  few  of  the  members  of  that  meeting  but  what  were  so^ 
and  remain  to  be. 

Q.  Were  you,  at  the  time  referred  to,  a  member  of  Byberry  meetingfi 
or  of  the  meeting  to  which  William  Evans  belonged  ? 

A.  No,  I  was  not.  But  I  heard  what  he  had  to  say  myself.  I  did  Mt 
depend  on  the  report  of  Comfort,  or  Bell,  or  Whitall,  for  things  thit 
they  had  heard  at  a  hundred  miles  distance. 

Q.  Did  Thomas  Griswold  inform  you  of  what  transpired  in  the  pri*  ^ 
Tate  interview  between  Jonathan  Evans  and  himself  ? 

A.  I  am  not  so  certain.  But  my  impression  is,  that  we  had  a  cob* 
versation  on  the  subject.  He  passed  through  our  neighbourhood  onhii 
way  home,  and  I  was  in  company  with  him;  and  the  subject  had  bo- 
come  very  much  known.  Thomas  Griswold  was  very  much  hurt,  C8|t 
down,  and  discouraged;  and,  I  believe,  made  the  best  of  his  way  hoas 
pretty  soon. 

Q.  In  giving  the  information  which  he  did  give  you,  did  he  state  thit 
Jonathan  Evans  had  '^  severely  reprimanded  him?"  J 

A.  As  I  have  stated  before,  I  cannot  be  certain  as  to  the  convenatiol  J 
that  passed  between  Thomas  Griswold  and  me;  but  if  he  did  notteUiBsf| 
80, 1  certunly  heard  it  from  others,  who  had  had  conversation  with  hiSi  'd 
It  is  now  several  years  since,  and  it  is  impossible  to  recollect  exacdy  ^ 
what  passed. 

Q.  If  Jonathan  Evans  was  dissatisfied  with  any  thing  Thomas  Giii- 
wold  had  said,  was  he  not  discharging  his  duty  as  an  elder,  according  | 
to  gospel  order,  in  thus  privately  expressing  his  uneasiness  to  him? 

A.  He  certainly  had  a  right,  as  an  officer  of  the  meeting,  to  impart 
his  uneasiness,  if  he  felt  any.  But  the  manner  of  doing  it,  and  the  na- 
ture of  the  subject  which  he  was  finding  fault  with,  as  it  is  understood 
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'lioniM  WM  holding  up  the  doctrine  of  the  necessity  of  love  and  unity, 
!  atemed  to  be  rather  a  singular  kind  of  complaint,  that  such  doctrine 
I  diat  should  not  be  admissible  among  Friends— this,  I  believe,  was 
'hmt  nve  the  uneasiness  to  Thomas  Griswold,  of  which  he  complained. 
Q.  Do  you  know  that  it  was  the  preaching  of  love  and  unity  which 
Bcaiioned  the  uneasiness  of  Jonathan  Evans,  and  led  to  the  interview 
etveenthem? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  I  have  ever  heard  of  any  other  charge  that 
mathan  made  against  him  at  that  time— as  to  my  own  knowledge,  I  do 
ot  know. 

Q.  When  an  elder  thus  privately  admonishes  a  minister,  is  it  consis- 
feBt  with  the  order  of  society,  for  such  minister  to  report  what  passed, 
s  other  persons? 

A.  J  don't  recollect  that  there  is  any  discipline  to  prohibit  a  minister, 
rhea  he  thinks  himself  aggrieved,  from  communicating  it  to  some  of 
OS  friends.    You  have  the  discipline,  I  must  refer  you  to  that. 

Q.  We  speak  of  the  usages  and  order  of  the  society,  and  not  of  the 
lisdpline? 

A.  I  can't  say  how  far  this  usage  has  been  exercised^  but,  I  believe, 
t  has  very  frequently  been  done;  and  I  have  frequently  myself  heard 
sminent  ministers  in  the  society,  relate  circumstances  where  the  elders 
lave  spoke  to  them  on  certain  occasions,  without  any  intention  of  hurt- 
ing the  standing  of  the  elders,  or  any  implied  breach  of  order. 

(^  The  question  is,  would  it  be  consistent  with  the  order  of  society? 

A.  As  I  know  of  no  positive  discipline  in  the  case,  and  have  stated 
vhat  I  do  know  of  circumstances  of  that  kind,  I  shall  not  undertake  to 
ny  whether  it  is  consistent  or  not  consistent  with  the  order  of  society. 

Q.  Was  what  you  have  stated,  the  settled  practice  of  the  society,  pre- 
Tious  to  their  being  any  differences  in  the  society? 

A.  I  cannot  say,  as  to  any  settled  practice.  That  depended  very  much 
1  believe  on  the  disposition  of  ministers  as  they  felt  a  liberty  to  commu- 
nicate with  their  friends ;  and  I  have  known  instances  of  it  within  my 
recollection  long  previous  to  the  late  disturbances  that  have  occurred. 

Q.  About  what  time  was  it  that  you  first  heard  of  the  eustence  of 
ftttch  a  minute  as  that  you  have  read  from  the  extracts  of  1761.— (Elxhi- 
MtD.) 

A.  I  was  about  to  state  when  I  made  an  exhibit  of  that  minute,  that 
the  first  I  saw  of  that  identical  paper  was  at  Joseph  Turner's,  which  I 
dunk  was  last  Fifth-month,  when  I  was  down  at  the  southern  Quarter; 
but  I  had  seen  the  minute  in  print,  that  part  of  it  which  relates  to  the 
"Meeting  for  Sufferings,"  long  previous  to  that:  I  think  it  was  pub- 
lished in  the  Berean,  if  I  remember  right,  and  perhaps  too  in  the 
"Friend,  or  Advocate  of  Truth."  I  am  not  certain  as  regards  the  latter; 
lome  time,  not  a  great  while,  after  the  circumstances  happened,  of  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings  rejecting  the  representatives  from  the  southern 
Quarter,  I  cannot  say  how  long  after. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  heard  of  the  existence  of  the  minute  before  the  cir- 
cumstance to  which  you  allude,  occurred? 

A.  No,  I  think  I  had  not.  It  was  discovered  among  some  old  meet- 
ing papers,  as  I  have  understood,  after  that  period.  If  it  had  have  been 
known,  or  discovered  in  that  Quarter,  previous  to  the  southern  Quar- 
»erly  Meeting,  which  the  committee  from  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings 
attended,  I  think  it  probable  it  would  have  been  produced  at  that  meet- 
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ingf  to  refute  the  ingenious  arguments  that  were  then  made  to  indua 
the  southern  Quarter  to  believe  that  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  wasi 
permanent  body;  although  without  that  minute  they  had  sufficient  di» 
cipline  to  support  them  in  the  liberties  they  had  taken  to  change  their 
representatives  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings. 

Q.  How  long  before  the  change  made  by  the  southern  Quarter  in  iti 
representatives  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  did  you  know  that  such  a 
measure  was  contemplated,  and  that  you  were  to  be  one  of  the  new  ao- 
mination? 

A.  I  did  not  know  that  I  was  to  be  one  of  the  nomination  previous  to 
the  Quarterly  Meeting,  when  the  nomination  was  made.  And  I  do  not 
recollect  that  I  had  any  certain  knowledge  of  the  fact,  until  I  receiTel 
the  minute  soon  afterwards.  I  had  not  been  down  at  that  Quarter,  nefcr, 
but  once  in  my  life,  previous  to  that  period,  and  had  not  a  great  deal  of ' 
intercourse  with  any  of  the  members  of  it.  There  were  two  or  three 
that  came  up  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  that  I  had  some  intimacy  witk 
With  regard  to  the  other  part  of  the  question,  I  have  no  certain  knot* 
ledge.  I  remember  once,  some  considerable  time  before,  I  think  itwilf 
but  can't  fix  the  date,  one  of  the  members  of  that  Quarter,  that  I  net 
with  in  Philadelphia,  was  mentioning  to  me,  that  one  of  their  repreieo* 
tatives  had  a  wish  to  be  released,  and  I  think  he  inquired  of  me,  if  I 
could  think  of  a  suitable  person  in  Philadelphia,  that  I  could  recommeid 
to  serve  them  in  that  appointment;  and  I  think  I  mentioned  to  him,  tkit 
I  thought  Doctor  Joseph  Parrish  was  a  well  qualified  person  for  that  te^ 
vice.  But  this,  I  think,  must  have  been  some  considerable  time  befoio 
this  general  revision  of  their  representatives  was  contemplated  or  actel 
upon.  I  cannot  recollect  when  I  first  knew  that  the  change  was  coflr 
templated;  or  that  I  knew  it  at  all  before  it  was  made. 

Q.  Have  you  stated  all  that  you  know  or  recollect  on  that  subject? 

A.  I  think  I  have.  I  think  its  altogether  possible  I  may  have  heird 
some  dissatisfaction  expressed,  or  at  least  that  it  had  been  expressed  by 
some  of  the  members  of  that  Quarter,  with  regard  to  two  of  their  rcpr^ 
sentatives  in  Philadelphia,  who  had  taken  an  active  part  in  the  measures 
that  were  carried  on  in  Philadelphia,  by  the  elders,  against  Elias  Hicksi 
contrary  to  the  judgment  of  the  great  body,  and  nearly  all  the  acdro^ 
members  of  the  southern  Quarterly  Meeting,  who  had  come  fon 
with  their  names  subscribed  to  a  certificate  that  went  to  lay  waste 
charges  of  Comfort  and  Bell  respecting  Elias  Hicks'  services  at 
Quarter. 

Q.  Had  you  not  previously  had  conversation  with  Abraham  Lot 
on  the  expediency  of  the  proposed  change? 

A.  I  can't  recollect  any  conversation  that  passed  between  Abi 
Lower  and  me  on  the  subject ;  but  I  think  its  more  than  probable  1 
heard  Abraham  converse  on  the  subject.  It  had  become  a  thing  so: 
torious,  the  conduct  of  those  elders,  that  for  a  time  it  seemed  to  be  0^ 
very  general  subject  of  conversation.  I  think  I  now  recollect  heariag^ 
Abraham  say,  that  he  had  a  wish  to  be  released  from  being  a  member 
or  representative  from  that  Quarter;  that  he  had  but  little  satisfaction, 
in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  in  the  way  that  things  were  carried  on  al| 
that  time,  or  something  to  that  import,  and  he  thought  he  should  go^ 
down  to  that  Quarter,  and  request  to  be  released. 

Adjourned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 
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Wednesday  morning,  December  2'2nd,  18.50,  at  10  o*clock.  Cross- 
Lamination  of  the  same  witness  continued.  Present  the  same  as  yester^ 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown.  Previous  to  the  change  being  made  by  the 
outhern  Quarter,  had  you  no  reason  to  expect  that  you  would  be  one  of 
he  new  nomination? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  that  I  had  any  reason  to  expect  it.  I  know  I 
vasnot  seeking  of  the  office,  and  I  think  no  Friend  of  that  Quarter  had 
old  mc  that  they  had  any  view  of  appointing  me  as  their  representa- 
itc. 

Q.  Without  your  having  sought  the  office,  you  may  have  had  some 
ftason  to  expect  to  be  on  the  new  nomination  ;  it  may  have  been  intimated 
ojrou  by  some  one.     Was  or  was  not  that  the  case? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  any  conversation  that  passed  between  me  and  any 
nembcr  of  that  Quarter  on  the  subject,  that  could  give  me  any  reason 
to  expect  it. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  expect  it? 

A.  Well,  I  told  you  all  I  could  recollect;  and  as  to  any  reaaona  \f\i\zh 
night  sway  a  person's  mind,  I  don't  think  we  have  any  thing  to  do  with 
that  subject  at  all. 

Q.  I  understand  the  witness  then  to  answer  the  question  negatively; 
that  he  had  no  reason  to  expect  he  would  be  on  the  new  nomination? 

A.  Yes;  and  I  will  further  add,  that  if  I  had  been  told  by  a  member 
of  that  Quarter,  that  they  had  a  view  of  appointing  me  to  that  service, 
[think  there  would  have  been  no  impropriety  in  it  at  all:  and  I  should 
iiive  been  willing  to  have  told  you  all  that  passed. 

Q.  What  was  the  cause  of  the  dissatisfaction  with  Caleb  Peirce  and 
[saac  Lloyd,  and  which  occasioned  their  being  displaced  from  the  Meet- 
Jig  for  Sufferings? 

A.  I  have  never  understood  any  oilier  cause  than  the  one  that  has  been 
ilrcady  stated;  which  was,  their  uniting  in  this  combination  of  elders  in 
jupport  of  the  charges  made  by  Comfort  and  Bell  against  Ellas  Hicks, 
orsome  things  that  they  reported  he  had  delivered  at  the  southern  Quar- 
tf\  and  which  the  members  of  that  Quarter  generally  justified  him  int 
V signing  a  certificate  to  that  effect.  I  believe  that  as  Caleb  Peirce  and 
!iaac  Lloyd  were  directly  in  opposition  to  the  views  of  that  Quarter^ 
he^  could  not  consistently  continue  them  as  their  representatives  in  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings.  They  therefore  exercised  their  rights  and  pri- 
rlleges  in  making  the  change  they  did. 

Q.  Was  Isaac  Lloyd  at  that  lime  a  member  of  what  you  call  the  Phi- 
idelphia  combination  of  elders? 

A.  At  the  time  this  combination  of  elders  was  formed,  in  1822,  Isaac 
%>]rd,  I  believe,  did  not  approve  of  their  proceedings;  and  as  I  have 
«fore  stated,  he  stood  as  the  friend  of  Elias  Hicks,  and  went  with  him 
>  the  meeting  of  the  elders.  But  at  some  period  between  that  time  and 
B36,  when  he  was  released  by  the  southern  Quarter,  he  had  changed 
is  views  with  regard  to  Elias  Hicks,  as  was  evident  in  the  opposition 
!  made  to  him  in  Pine  street  meeting,  before  spoken  of.  It  had  been 
lown,  perhaps,  for  some  year  or  two  before  that  circumstance  took 
ace,  that  Isaac  Lloyd  had  been  supporting  the  views  of  the  elders 
:ainst  Elias  Hicks;  and  therefore  I  think  it  might  justly  be  said  that 

was  one  of  that  combination. 
Q.  How  was  that  support  manifested? 
Vol.  II.— 13 
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A.  I  gathered  it  from  common  repute:  it  was  pretty  generally  knon 
at  that  time  of  day  how  individuals  in  conspicuous  stations  in  the  sociel 

stood. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  it  was  the  common  reputation  tht 
Isaac  Lloyd  supported  the  views  of  the  elders:  my  question  was,  ho^ 
and  in  what  manner,  by  what  acts  or  proceedings  on  his  part  was  thi 
support  manifested? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I,  can  recollect  or  recognise  any  public  act,  pre 
Tious  to  the  one  in  Pine  street  meeting,  which  we  have  spoken  of:  bv 
common  report  justified  what  I  have  stated;  that  he  had  become  warm! 
opposed  to  Elias  Hicks. 

Q.  Previous  to  1826,  had  you  ever  known  any  Quarterly  Meeting  f 
make  a  change  of  its  representatives  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  excq 
in  cases  of  death,  resignation,  or  neglect  of  duty? 

A.  I  have  not  had  any  means  of  knowing  from  any  historical  facts,! 
I  was  not  a  member  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings;  but  there  was  on 
circumstance  which  I  heard  of,  that  I  think  occurred  not  a  grei 
while  previous  to  that  time.  Enoch  Lewis,  who  resided  in  the  wester 
Quarterly  Meeting,  was  a  representative  from  that  Quarter  to  the  Meei 
ing  for  Sufferings:  he  removed  his  situation  to  Wilmington;  and  I  thio 
I  was  informed,  that  on  his  leaving  that  Quarter  he  did  not  request  t 
be  released,  but  rather  informed  the  meeting  that  he  was  going  awtj 
but  it  did  not  follow  of  course  that  he  could  not  serve  them  in  that  a| 
pbintment,  or  something  to  that  import,  which  convinced  many  of  tl 
members  of  that  Quarter,  as  I  have  heard  several  of  them  since  say,thi 
he  did  not  wish  to  be  released,  but  was  rather  desirous  to  retain.hissa 
in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings.  They,  however,  took  up  the  subject  sul 
sequently,  and  did  release  him,  and  appoint  another  in  his  stead.  An 
I  have  heard  that  when  the  minute  of  the  new  appointment  came  forwai 
to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  Jonathan  Evans  expressed  much  regn 
at  the  releasement  of  Enoch  Lewis.  I  don't  know  that  1  can  give  ar 
other  instance  that  has  come  to  my  knowledge,  of  that  kind ;  but  I  su] 
pose  the  western  Quarterly  Meeting  considered  it  in  the  same  light  thi 
they  had  the  right  to  release  one  of  their  representatives,  or  to  releai 
their  representatives  without  their  request. 

Q.  In  the  instance  which  you  have  given,  the  suggestion  on  which  tl 
western  Quarter  acted  in  releasing  Enoch  Lewis,  came  from  himself? 

A.  I  never  understood,  either  then  or  since,  that  he  requested  to  1 
released. 

Counsel.  So  I  understood;  but  he  suggested  that  he  was  about  tor 
move. 

Witness.  Yes;  he  informed  them  that  he  was  about  to  remove;  ai 
from  what  he  then  expressed,  they  received  the  impression  that  he  wi 
still  willing  to  serve  them  in  that  capacity:  and  as  he  was  coming  near 
to  Philadelphia,  it  would  render  it  still  more  convenient  for  him  to  8 
tend  to  that  duty. 

Q.  Was  it  in  reference  to  the  situation  he  held  as  representative 
that  Quarter  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  that  Enoch  Lewis  made  tl 
communication  to  which  you  have  alluded,  to  the  Quarter,  of  his  inten 
ing  to  remove,  or  having  removed? 

A.  As  I  was  not  at  that  Quarter,  I  cannot  say  whether  it  was  in  i 
ference  to  that  circumstance  altogether,  or  whether  he  might  have  be 
under  some  other  appointments  in  the  Quarter.    He  was  an  active  mci 
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ber;  was  for  many  years  clerk  of  that  Quarterly  Meeting;  whether  he 
coBtinued  as  clerk  at  the  time  of  his  removal,  or  not,  I  cannot  say;  but 
Iim  well  satisfied,  from  what  information  I  have  had  from  several  mem- 
bers of  that  Quarter,  that  he  did  not  make  any  thing  like  a  request  to 
be  released  from  standing  as  their  representative  in  the  Meeting  for  Suf- 
ferings. 

Q.  That  subject,  however,  was  mentioned  in  connexion  with  the  sub- 
ject of  his  removal? 

A.  Yes;  I  have  stated  before,  I  believe,  that  it  was  so:  that  he  had 
mentioned  the  circumstance  of  his  removal;  but  that  it  did  not  follow  of 
course  that  he  could  not  continue  to  serve  them  in  that  capacity,  or  to 
thtt  import:  and  I  can  further  state  as  to  my  own  knowledge,  as  to  the 
famer  practice  of  that  Quarter,  being  a  member  of  it  myself  from  the 
time  of  my  birth  until  I  was  more  than  thirty  years  of  age,  that  they  had 
loipetimes  had  a  part  of  their  representatives,  I  think,  appointed  in 
Philadelphia,  which  was  no  unusual  thing  in  those  Quarters  remotely 
litBtted. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  this  releasement,  as  near  as  you  can  recol- 
fcct? 

A.  Well,  I  cannot  say  as  to  the  year.  I  should  suppose  it  was  some- 
vbere  between  the  year  1822  and  '26:  possibly,  might  have  been  pre- 
nouto  18329  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  the  year  it  was  in. 
^  Q.  Before  1823,  did  you  ever  hear  it  contended,  that  Quarterly  Meet- 
hp  had  the  right  to  change  their  representatives  in  the  Meeting  for 
Soferings  at  their  pleasure,  and  without  any  alleged  cause? 

A.  No;  I  don't  recollect  of  any  circumstance  ever  occurring  that 
bronght  such  a  subject  under  discussion.  Neither  did  I  ever  hear  it 
prtrioas  to  that  period,  or  I  think  to  1826,  contended  that  the  Meeting 
for  Sufferings  was  a  permanent  body. 

Q*  Since  1806,  has  the  Yearly  Meeting  ever  decided,  that  the  Quar^ 
terl]r Meetings  had  aright  to  displace  their  representatives  in  the  Meet- 
ing for  Sufferings,  at  pleasure? 

A.  I  never  remember  any  subject  of  that  kind  coming  before  the 
Tetrly  Meeting;  for,  I  suppose,  it  had  never  been  thought  of  by  any 
Quarterly  Meeting,  that  they  had  not  that  privilege,  if  occasion  required 
^01,  to  change  their  representatives  at  their  pleasure.  I  say,  I  suppose 
thitiach  a  thing  had  never  been  thought  of  until  this  new  doctrine  was 
kid  up  in  1826,  that  they  were  a  permanent  body^  which  could  not  be 
tbiQged  by  their  constituents  without  their  request,  or,  as  in  cases  of 
'dinquency,  which  is  pointed  out  in  the  discipline. 

Q«  Is  not  the  Yearly  Meeting  the  only  body  competent  to  make  or 
ttmd  the  discipline? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  they  are  so.     It  is  so. 

Q.  When  you  presented  the  minutes  of  the  southern  Quarter  to  the 
Ifceting  for  Sufferings,  appointing  yourself  and  others,  in  place  of  Isaac 
[  ^ojrd  and  Caleb  Peirce,  how  many  members  of  that  meeting  advocated 
^oie  minutes  being  received? 

A.  I  cannot  say  how  many  did.  I  remember  there  were  several  spoke. 

Q.  Who  were  they? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  that  I  can  remember  many  names;  there  were 
KYeral  country  Friends  that  I  did  not  know.  I  remember  Joseph  Bas- 
ictf  a  Friend  from  Jersey^  was  one:  it  seems  to  me  Isaac  Parry  was  one: 
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and  there  were  a  number  more  I  will  not  undertake  to  name,  as  I  do  no< 
remember  them. 

Q.  Name  such  as  you  do  remember. 

A.  Isaac  Jackson  was  there,  in  attendance  at  the  same  time  with  i 
minute  from  the  Quarter  of  which  I  was  a  member;  I  think  he  spoke, 
either  then,  or  on  the  second  time  that  I  attended.  And  I  remember 
hearing  from  several  Friends  afterwards,  who  had  known  how  things 
had  been  carried  on  in  that  meeting  by  a  dominant  party  in  it,  that  it 
was  scarcely  worth  while  for  them  to  give  a  sentiment  in  opposition  to 
that  party;  and  indeed  it  appeared  to  me,  from  what  little  1  discovered 
of  their  proceedings  during  the  short  time  1  was  permitted  to  be  in  the 
house,  that  there  were,  comparatively  speaking,  but  a  few  that  did 
govern  their  proceedings,  and  those  mostly  and  principally  confined 
to  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  with  but  few  exceptions,  as  far  as  I  dii^ 
covered. 

Q.  Have  you  mentioned  the  names  of  all  those  whom  you  recollect 
to  have  advocated  the  reception  of  those  minutes  ? 

A.  Well,  I  have  not  a  clear  recollection  about  it ;  those  who  I  haie 
mentioned  seem  to  be  the  clearest  in  my  recollection.  I  cannot  unde^ 
take  to  say  who  the  others  were. 

Q.  Were  they  (those  who  advocated  the  reception  of  the  minutef}o[ 
the  party  that  you  call  Friends? 

A.  There  were  many  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  strangers  tone 
at  that  time,  that  I  could  not  say  then  to  what  party  they  belonged.  I 
think  all  those  that  I  have  named,  were  those  that  are  with  Friends.  I 
now  recollect  a  conversation  with  two  of  the  members,  I  think,  perhapii 
but  one  of  them  a  member,  but  the  other  a  Friend,  after  the  meeting 
that  day  when  we  ftrst  attended;  and  the  one,  that  I  am  satisfied,  was  a 
member  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  and  was  then  considered  aprellf 
eminent  minister  in  the  society,  gave  it  as  his  sentiment,  that  the  Qal^ 
terly  Meetings  had  the  right  to  exercise  that  privilege:  however  he  might 
have  stood  on  neutral  ground  at  that  time,  he  has  since  come  out  pretty 
warmly  on  the  side  of  the  Orthodox,  as  I  have  understood. 

Q.  Who  was  he? 

A.  It  was  David  Cope. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say,  he  expressed  that  sentiment  in  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings? 

A.  No:  it  was  in  conversation  afterwards;  but,  I  think,  on  the  sani« 
day. 

Q.  Who  else  was  present  besides  yourself? 

A.  There  was  a  relation  of  his,  I  think,  if  my  recollection  serves  nWi 
Benjamin  Cope.  [See  correction,  at  the  close.]  I  cannot  be  so  certii« 
about  his  expressing  that  sentiment  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  whe- 
ther he  did  or  not,  but  am  rather  under  the  impression  that  he  did.  The 
conversation,  however,  in  which  he  expressed  it,  I  well  remember.  My 
impression  is,  that  Benjamin  Cope  was  present,  and  another  Friend  also, 
who  was  a  member  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings;  and  who,  either  then, 
or  subsequently,  expressed  to  me  his  belief  that  the  Quarters  had  thai 
privilege;  and  1  was  well  satisfied  that  he  did  not  approve  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  in  rejecting  that  appointment 
He  is  also  on  the  side  of  the  Orthodox,  and  his  name  is  Jeffery  Smed 
ley. 

Q.  Did  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  ever  reject  the  nomination  of  th( 
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•Ottthern  Quarter,  or  was  not  the  whole  subject  left  open  on  its  minutes, 
lod  brought  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  its  decision? 

A.  We  certainly  considered,  that  it  amounted  to  an  objection,  or  re- 
jection, when  they  objected  to  our  remaining  in  the  house.  We  were 
lot  so  fond  of  an  ofRcc  as  to  remain,  and  to  defend  our  rights,  until  we 
vere  taken  out  by  physical  force:  and  if  they  did  not  mean  it  as  a  rejec- 
tion when  that  committee  from  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  attended  the 
louthern  Quarter,  and  found  that  that  Quarter  were  determined  to  sup- 
port their  rights,  they  could  then  have  easily  informed  the  Quarter,  that 
they  would  withdraw  their  rejection,  and  permit  their  representatives 
to  have  a  seat  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  which  they  were  justly  en- 
titled to,  according  to  discipline  and  all  former  practice,  when  such 
Kivly  appointed  members  attended  and  produced  minutes  of  their  regu- 
lir  appointment. 

Q.  Have  you  become  acquainted  with  the  substance  of  the  minute 
nftde  by  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  upon  that  occasion,  and  if  so,  did  it 
imount  to  an  adjudication,  that  the  representatives  appointed  by  the 
louthern  Quarter  were  not  entitled  to  seats  in  that  meeting,  or  did  it 
merely  refer  the  subject,  as  one  of  doubt  and  difficulty,  to  the  Yearly 
Meeting  for  its  decision  ? 

Mr.  Priee^  I  hope  you  will  let  us  have  the  minutes,  as  the  best  evi- 
dence. 

Witness.  Yes,  I  should  like  to  have  the  minutes  here.  I  have  not  any 
futher  acquaintance  with  the  minute,  than  I  stated  in  my  testimony  in 
chief;  and  hearing  it  but  once  read,  I  cannot  undertake  to  state  the  par- 
ticulars it  contained.  But  I  do  not  recollect  that  it  stated  any  thing 
in  regard  to  referring  the  subject  to  the  Yearly  Meeting — that  was  an 
act  of  the  Quarter. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  a  committee  having  been  appointed  by  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings  upon  that  occasion;  did  not  that  committee  pro- 
pose to  the  southern  Quarter,  a  joint  reference  of  the  whole  case  to  the 
Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  they  made  any  such  proposition  to  the 
southern  Quarter;  unless  it  was  after  the  Quarterly  Meeting  had  deter- 
mined on  carrying  the  case  forward  to  the  Yearly  Meeting.  They  might 
then  have  made  some  acquiescence,  when  they  found  they  could  do  no 
betteiv— but,  I  think,  the  whole  drift  of  their  arguments  was  to  induce 
that  Quarter  to  go  into  a  conference  with  them,  perhaps  by  appointing  a 
U)mmittee  to  have,  as  they  said,  the  matter  amicably  settled.  But  the 
(Quarter  knew  too  well  their  rights  and  privileges,  guaranteed  by  the  dis- 
cipline, to  be  drawn  into  any  compromise  of  that  kind;  and  therefore 
inanimously  resisted  it,  so  mnch  so,  that  I  told  Samuel  Bettle  after  the 
neeting  broke  up,  ^^  that  it  was  a  hard  case  indeed  that  he  could  not 
nakeone  proselyte  in  all  that  Quarter." 

Q.  You  state,  that  in  the  very  nature  and  constitution  of  things,  the 
lody  that  has  'a  right  to  choose,  has  also  a  right  to  remove  at  their 
ileasure;  are  not  the  judicial  officers  of  our  government,  after  being  once 
ppointed,  subject  to  removal,  only  by  death,  or  by  conviction  of  being 
;uilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  upon  impeachment  ? 

[noonJ 

A.  I  meant  my  former  answer  to  apply  to  our  society,  and  expected 
hat  it  was  so  noted.     I  can  further  state  now  in  reply  to  the  question, 
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that  there  is  no  parallel  between  the  civil  officers  of  government,  and  il 
members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings.  The  officers  of  our  govemmet 
arc,  I  suppose,  generally  salary  officers,  and  by  their  commissions,  som 
of  them  hold  their  offices  during  good  behaviour,  or  so  long  as  theyac 
consistent  with  the  views  and  interests  of  those  who  appoint  them.  Bn 
members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  I  consider  more  in  the  nature  o, 
agents,  being  appointed  for  a  particular  purpose;  and,  therefore,  sul>- 
ject  to  be  withdrawn,  or  removed,  at  the  pleasure  of  those  who  appoint 
them.  Appointments  of  this  sort  in  the  society  of  Friends,  are  consider- 
ed more  in  the  light  of  service,  for  which  they  have  no  stipulated  sala- 
ries, they  not  being  supposed  to  be  offices  that  are  to  be  sought  after  by 
individuals;  when  they  are  released  from  such  services,  it  is  rather  con- 
sidered the  burden  is  taken  off  them. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  the  extracts  from  the  writings  of  ancient 
Friends,  which  were  read  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1823,  from  the 
minutes  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  produced  considerable  excit^ 
ment,  from  the  design  for  which  they  were  intended  to  be  used;  whatwtt 
th^ii  design  P 

A.  I  can  only  speak  from  my  own  observation  at  the  time,  and  from 
some  previous  circumstances  that  had  occurred  ;  from  some  information, 
I  think  I  had  obtained,  and  the  manner  in  which  they  were  got  up  in 
the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  which  had  by  some  means  got  out,  and  t 
good  deal  talked  about,  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting;  it  went  to  in* 
culcate  an  idea  that  they  were  intended  to  be  made  use  of  in  the  nature 
of  what  is  commonly  called  a  creedl  And,  I  think,  if  I  have  a  right 
idea  of  the  circumstance,  that  the  dissatisfaction  which  they  were  likelf 
to  produce,  or  perhaps  the  apprehensions  which  Jonathan  Evans,  and 
probably  some  others,  might  have  had  of  those  who  had  been  favourable 
to  their  publication,  that  it  would  not  do  to  publish  them  without  the 
sanction  of  the  Yearly  Meeting;  which,  I  apprehend,  was  the  original 
design,  when  they  were  first  sanctioned  by  a  part  of  the  members  of  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings ;  and  I  have  been  induced  to  believe  from  oncci^ 
cumstance,  that  it  was  not  generally  known  to  the  members  of  the  Meet-  • 
ing  for  Sufferings  that  they  were  recorded  on  the  minutes  of  that  meet- 
ing, until  they  heard  them  read  in  the  Yearly  Meeting.  And  the 
circumstance  to  which  I  have  alluded  is  this,  that  in  conversation  with 
Samuel  Bettle  in  the  meeting  house  yard,  after  the  rise  of  that  sitdngi 
I  think  he  told  me  that  he  felt  tried  when  he  came  to  read  them,  that  be 
did  not  know  they  were  on  the  minutes.  That  induced  me  to  believei 
or  at  least  to  suspect,  that  it  was  a  manoeuvre  of  Jonathan  Evans,  vho 
was  clerk  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  to  place  them  on  the  minuteii 
in  hopes  that  they  might  pass,  and  apparently  get  the  sanction  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting,  as  those  minutes  had  generally  done,  without  manf 
observations  being  made  respecting  them.  But  the  reverse  was  the 
case,  as  already  staled;  they  produced  a  great  excitement;  and,  if  Irc^ 
member  right,  I  think  the  first  that  spoke,  was  one  who  might  be  con* 
sidered  a  pretty  substantial  and  solid  old  Friend  from  the  countryy  who 
cried  out,  '*  who  hath  required  this  at  your  hand?" 

Q.  When  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  sanctions  the  publication  of  * 
work,  as  containing  the  doctrines  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  is  it  coH* 
sidered  that  such  sanction  and  the  subsequent  publication  of  the  worhK 
constitute  the  contents  of  that  work  what  is  called  a  creed?  ! 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  I  ever  knew  of  a  Meeting  for  Sufferings  brings 
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g  forward  any  work  exactly  of  the  nature  in  which  this  appeared  to  be 
ted  to  the  Yearly  Meeting.     It  appeared  to  be  made  up  of  scraps^ 
Bay  call  it,  taken  out  of  perhaps  various  authors  in  the  Society  of 
Triendfi;  and,  I  think,  there  was  not  reference  made  to  the  books  and 
Ihors  from  whence  it  was  taken,  and  therefore  it  was  presented  niore 
the  form  of  a  work  that  was  got  up  by  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  and 
>  hthat  point  of  view,  it  had  more  the  appearance  of  a  creed  than  any 
.  dung  that  I  had  previously  known  to  come  before  the  Yearly  Meeting, 
>sit  related  to  matters  of  faith  and  doctrine.     I  think,  if  I  remember 
1  light,  Abraham  Lower  perhaps  expressed  some  views  in  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  that  there  could  not  be  so  much  objections  to  the  sentiments 
I  it  contained,  as  they  stood  in  the  authors  from  which  they  were  said  to 
,  be  taken,  and  taken  in  connexion  with  their  contexts,  and  other  parts  of 
llieir  writings,  as  there  was  to  the  form  in  which  they  were  then  pre- 
lented,  or  something  near  to  that  purpose.     The  Meeting  for  Sufferings, 
;I  think,  had  a  right  to  reprint  any  books  or  works  that  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  the  society,  as  they  had  originally  stood,  without  consulting 
the  Yearly  Meeting  on  the  subject.     I  cannot  think  that  their  republica- 
tion of  •*  Barclay's  Apology,"  for  instance,  William  Penn's  works,  or 
George  Fox's  book  of  Doctrinals,  and  many  other  works  of  that  nature, 
would  be  considered  as  imposing  a  creed  on  the  society.     They  were 
fe  works  given  by  individuals  for  the  general  benefit  of  society. 

Q.  At  the  Yearly  Meeting,  were  not  the  extracts  opposed  by  some  of 
,  tiioae  you  call  Friends,  on  the  ground  of  the  doctrines  they  contained  ? 
[  A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  there  were  any  particular  doctrines  pointed 
'>  Oit^^there  was  a  great  deal  said:  I  can't  pretend  to  remember  who 
■  ipoke  on  the  subject,  or  what  was  said  particularly,  except  the  few  in- 
*  stances  I  have  mentioned.  I  think  I  did  not  say  any  thing  on  the  sub- 
:  ject  myself;  if  1  did,  it  has  entirely  escaped  my  memory.  But  it  cer- 
^  tiinljr  produced  more  excitement  and  unsettlement  in  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ing, than  I  had  ever  seen  or  known  on  any  former  occasion.  I  remember, 
wlfat  I  should  call  a  pretty  stiff  Orthodox  minister,  telling  me  soon  af- 
terwards, that  he  did  expect  to  have  heard  the  clerk  stopped  before  he 
got  half  through  with  reading  it. 

Q.  Did  not  an  individual,  since  very  active  in  your  party,  pronounce 
the  extracts  to  be  "contrary  to  reason,  scripture  and  revelation?" 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever  heard  any  individual  make  use  of  any 
Mt\i  expressions  as  that  respecting  them.  If  you  would  give  me  the 
Bime,  it  might  bring  things  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect  that  a  person  in  that  meeting  objected  to  the 
iQit,  that  *'  there  are  three  that  bear  record  in  heaven,"  as  being  spu- 
riooi,  and  the  doctrine  inculcated  in  that  text  as  being  unsound  and 

^rational  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  expressions.  Yet  there  might 
^Te  been. 

Q.  I  understand,  that  all  you  have  stated  with  regz^rd  to  Jonathan 
Erans's  designs  in  relation  to  this  matter,  to  be  merely  your  own  sur- 
J^usej  if  there  be  other  foundation  for  it,  I  wish  you  to  state  what  it  is  ? 

A.  My  own  surmises  on  this  subject  have  been  corroborated  by  some 
***Uments  that  I  have  heard  from  others ;  and  perhaps  the  strongest 
ind  to  produce  a  surmise  of  this  kind  was,  that  it  was  generally  ex- 
ted,  from  what  had  transpired  after  these  extracts  were  got  up  in  the 

edng  for  Sufferings^  that  they  would  be  immediately  published.     I 
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think  it  was  known  that  they  were  printed;  and,  I  think,  I  was  then  : 
formed  that  a  Friend  went  to  Jonathan  Evans,  and  told  him,  if  they  d 
publish  them,  that  there  would  be  counter-extracts  taken  from  the  sar 
authors,  which  would  be  published, — and  it  was  supposed  that  that  h: 
alarmed  Jonathan  Evans,  and  might  have  been  the  cause  of  their  del 
until  they  got  the  sanction  of  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.   From  whom  did  you  get  that  information? 

A.  I  think,  I  got  it  from  more  than  one.  Isaac  T.  Hopper  wa^  oi 
that  told  me;  but  he  was  not  the  person  that  went  to  Jonathan,  I  thinl 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  it  was  feared  that  there  was  a  design  to  in 
pose  the  extracts  on  the  society  as  a  creed ;  was  any  such  design  expres 
ed  on  the  minutes  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  or  by  any  of  those  wh 
approbated  the  extracts? 

A.  No,  I  think  not.  Jonathan  Evans  and  his  party  understood  the) 
business  much  better  than  that, — to  let  their  design  appear  on  the  mi 
nutes  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings.  But  the  great  body  of  society  wi 
fully  awake  to  their  interests  and  religious  privileges,  and  rights  of  pri 
vate  judgment,  to  be  imposed  upon  in  that  way,  without  their  so  a 
pressing  their  design, 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  facts  or  circumstances  than  those  you  hsT 
mentioned,  from  which  you  ascertained  that  such  was  their  design? 

A.  There  were  some  circumstances  in  relation  to  the  manner  in  whic 
that  document  was  got  up  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  which  I  hav 
heard  by  some  means  or  other. 

Counsel.  I  ask  for  the  witness's  knowledge  of  any  other  facts  orcii 
cumstances,  &c. 

Witness.  As  I  was  not  in  that  meeting,  I  cannot  speak  from  my  ow 
knowledge  of  any  other  facts  or  circumstances,  than  those  mentioi 
ed;  I  can  only  speak  from  hearsay  and  common  report.  I  have  bee 
informed  by  at  least  two  of  the  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings 
that  that  document  was  introduced  rather  in  an  unusual,  or  perhaps, 
voluntary  way,  by  Jonathan  Evans:  and  perhaps  it  was  first  considere 
in  a  forenoon  sitting,  1  think,  of  that  meeting.  There  were  many  Frientl 
opposed  to  it;  and  continued  their  opposition  until  they  apprehende 
the  subject  was  put  by,  and  apparently  it  appeared  to  be  put  by,  at  thi 
time;  but  it  was  brought  forward  at  a  subsequent  sitting,  and  seeme 
to  be  urged  with  such  strong  eSbrts,  as  made  them  believe  that  the! 
opposition  would  be  of  no  avail,  or  no  regard  paid  to  their  sentimeiitl 
There  seemed  to  be  a  determination  of  the  few  zealous  advocates  for  it 
to  carry  it  over  the  heads  of  all  that  were  opposed  to  it;  and,  therefor! 
they  let  them  take  their  own  way. 

Q.  Who  were  the  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  that  gaf 
you  this  information? 

A.  I  think,  I  have  had  it  from  Abraham  Lower,  and  John  Comly;  uu 
perhaps  some  others,  I  don't  remember  to  name  now. 

Q.  According  to  the  information  which  you  have  obtained,  howmiB 
of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  objected  to  the  extracts? 

A.  I  cannot  remember  that  I  ever  heard  the  number  spoken  of,  bil 
there  was  a  considerable  number. 

Q.  In  drawing  up  the  answers  to  the  queries  in  the  Quarterly  Mcei 
ing,  has  it  not  always  been  the  practice  to  conform  the  answers  to  Hfj 
reports  brought  up  from  the  subordinate  meetings? 

A.  Yes;  it  has  generally  been  the  case ;  and  where  there  are  a  numbc 
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reports  to  form  a  general  answer  from,  it  is  generally  believed  right 
r  to  form  that  answer,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  to  correspond  with  the 
miprised  views  expressed  in  the  particular  answers. 

Q.  When  ministers  are  travelling  with  the  concurrence  of  their  meet- 
igt,  and  their  certificates  are  read  in  meetings  for  discipline  which  they 
ttend,  is  it  not  considered,  such  ministers  are  embodied  with  the  meet- 

3^  and  have  the  privilege  of  taking  part  in  the  business  that  may  come 
ore  it? 

A.  It  19  considered  that  they  have  the  privilege  of  exercising  their 
pfti  and  of  expressing  their  sentiments  on  subjects  that  may  come  be- 
ne the  meeting.  But,  I  think,  it  would  not  be  considered  that  they 
me  so  embodied  with  the  meeting,  as  to  be  appointed  to  certain  ser- 
pkes  as  members  of  that  particular  meeting. 
Adjourned  until  ten  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Thursday  morning,  December  23d,  1830,  at  10  o'clock.  Cross- 
umination  of  the  same  witness  continued.  Present  the  same  as  before. 

Q.  They  may  take  a  part  in  the  business  of  the  meeting,  then;  but 
He  not  eligible  to  certain  appointments,  as  members  arc? 

A.  YtBf  as  I  understand  it.  They  are  not  eligible  to  certain  appoint- 
BKDts,  as  members,  but  excepting  that,  they  may  take  a  part  in  the 
bsuiiess  of  the  meeting;  so  far  as  is  consistent  with  the  concern  that 
Ikey  may  hare  on  their  minds. 

Q.  In  the  select  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  did  not  William  Jackson 
diitinctly  propose,  that  a  committee  should  be  appointed  to  visit  the 
nbordinate  meetings? 

A.  I  did  understand  him  at  the  time,  and  I  believe  he  was  so  undcr- 
Hood  by  many  other  Friends,  as  confining  his  proposition  of  appointing 
i  committee  to  visit  the  Quarterly  and  Preparative  Meetings  of  minis- 
iers  and  elders  of  Philadelphia,  from  whence  the  complaint  came. 
that  was  a  number  of  other  Friends  spoke  to  it,  as  I  have  stated  in 
Uj  testimony  in  chief,  who  seemed  to  think  that  the  visit  ought  to  be 
ineral;  and  I  think,  after  very  considerable  opposition  was  made  to  it, 
I  think  the  visit  was  confined  to  that  Quarter,  as  I  at  first  understood 
fkt  proposition  to  be  made.  I  expressed  myself  that  I  had  no  objections 
N  t  committee  being  appointed  to  visit  that  Quarter;  for  I  was  very  well 
Uified  that  they  stood  more  in  need  of  help,  and  the  care  of  the  Yearly 
jkstingy  than  any  other  Quarterly  Meeting  belonging  to  the  Yearly 
Pttdng.    And  by  appointing  a  committee  to  extend  care  to  that  Quar- 

ely  meting,  of  course  the  members  of  that  Quarterly  Meeting  would 
deluded  from  such  an  appointment;  and  therefore,  would  not  have 
Ik  liberty 'of  being  judges  m  their  own- case.  This,  I  discovered,  was 
tasecn  by  those  active  members  in  Philadelphia,  and  hence  they  saw 
k  necessity  of  urging  the  committee  to  be  more  general. 

I  think  that  William  Jackson  said  something  afterwards;  I  cannot 
Kaember  what  it  was;  but  I  think  'tis  altogether  likely  that  he  then 
twsentcd  that  this  committee  should  be  appointed  to  visit  the  subordi- 
Me  meetings  generally. 
Q.  I  wish  the  witness  to  state  the  precise  language  used  by  William 
on  upon  that  occasion,  as  nearly  i  he  can  recollect  it? 
I  cannot  pretend  to  state  the  exact  terms  that  he  made  use  of;  but 
ow,  from  the  impression  it  made  upon  my  mind  at  the  time,  that 
views  appeared  to  be  confined  to  Philadelphia  Quarter;  or  otherwise 
Vol.  II.— 14 
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I  should  not  have  made  the  remark  that  I  did,  with  regard  to  such 
appointment.    I  think  I  gave  some  rather  fuller  account,  in  mj 
mony  in  chief,  of  what  he  said,  but  it  seems  now  to  have  gone  from 
I  cannot  recollect  the  exact  terms  he  used  in  making  his  proposi* 
I  am  willing  my  testimony  in  chief  should  be  referred  to,  as  it  is 
given  as  correctly  as  I  could  recollect  it. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  dengn  of  that  committee  was  well  underal 
will  you  please  to  state  what  that  design  was? 

A.  From  the  state  that  the  society  was  then  in,  and  themeasares 
had  been  pursued  by  the  Orthodox  party  for  some  years  previoa^ 
carry  their  measures  into  operation,  by  endeavouring,  in  many  of 
meetings,  when  they  had  the  power  so  to  do,  to  get  in  officers,  such 
clerks  and  overseers,  to  suit  their  purposes,  it  was  very  evident 
they  were  endeavouring  to  form  a  party,  and  that  they  would  p 
to  the  dismemberment  and  disownment,  as  they  had  done  it  in  a  lievi 
stances  previous  to  this  period,  of  those  whom  they  believed  were  op 
to  them;  it  had  been  commonly  reported,  that  there  must  be  a 
lion,  and  that  this  was  the  manner  in  which  they  intended  to  bring 
the  separation,  by  strengthening  their  bands  in  this  way;  added  to 
the  great  flood  of  accusation,  and  in  many  instances  declamation, 
was  poured  upon  Friends  from  the  galleries,  more  particularly  by 
English  ministers  that  were  then  in  this  country;  yet  many  of  their  L_ 
were  not  excluded  from  having  a  part  in  this  kind  of  declamation  tk<|^ 
taking  all  circumstances  into  view,  I  believe  there  was  no  doubt  left  w 
the  minds  of  Friends,  after  this  attempt  to  appoint  that  committee,  em 
dently  for  a  party  purpose,  but  that  they  were  determined  to  ^^niledH 
rend  the  society,"  as  I  have  heretofore  stated. 

Q.  Did  any  of  those  who  were  in  favour  of  the  appointment  of  thU- 
committee,  state  that  to  be  the  design?  i 

A.  No.  They  understood  their  business  better  than  that*  The  soddf 
was  wide  enough  awake  to  discover  their  design^  without  them  tellingit 

Q.  Did  the  minute  of  their  appointment  state  any  such  detignP 

A.  No,  it  did  not.  The  minute  of  their  appointment,  as  I  havebeibit 
shown,  contained  the  names  of  all  that  were  appointed  on  that  commil' 
tee,  and  all  of  that  party  called  Orthodox — and  a  great  portion  of  the* 
taken  out  of  Philadelphia,  where  the  seat  of  the  disorder  seemed  to  In 
by  the  report  which  was  brought  forward  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  mr 
nisters  and  elders;  and  where  it  was  well  known  they  had  scarcely  iMI 
able  to  transact  the  business  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  with  any  totan* 
ble  degree  of  reputation,  for  several  years  previous  to  that  period. 

Q.  Were  any  names  refused  that  were  offered? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  there  were.  They  had  the  naming  of  tM 
committee  all  themselves:  as  Friends  could  not  unite  with  it,  they  tool 
no  part  in  the  nomination,  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  What  was  the  proportion  of  the  committee  out  of  Philadelplua? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  without  referring  to  the  minute  I  have  got,l 
think;  but  I  believe  it  was  five  or  six.  [The  witness  looks  at  his  mtao 
randum,  and  says  further:]  There  was  Samuel  Bettle,  Jonathan  EvaM 
Thomas  Wistar,  Jane  Bettle,  Mary  Wistar,  and  Mary  Morton,  six  11 
all,  I  believe,  that  were  in  Philadelphia.  And  of  those  that  were  o« 
of  Philadelphia,  the  number  was  nine.  They  were  William  Jackso^ 
Hinchman  Haines,  William  Newbold,  Joseph  Whitall,  William  AlU 
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M,  Stnh  Cresson,  Hannah  Whitall,  Elizabeth  Reeve,  and  Elizabeth 

AOkaon. 
Q.  What  was  the  tenor  of  that  minute? 

A.  I  have  no  objection  to  making  an  exhibit  of  it. 

CounseL  I  ask  the  witness  to  give  the  tenor  of  it,  and  he  may  do  it 
,M  he  pleases. 

Witness.  Then  I  will  make  an  exhibit  of  it,  and  let  it  be  copied  by 
the  examiner. 

The  paper  was  handed  forward  by  the  witness,  and  is  in  the  following 
vords>-^ 

"At  a  Yearly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  ciders,  held  in  Philadelphia, 
Ik  14th  of  Fourth-month,  1827:  The  meeting  being  brought  under  an 
oercise  respecting  the  ministry,  it  was  after  solid  consideration  con- 
chded  to  appoint  a  committee,  to  visit  as  way  may  open,  the  several  Quar- 
terly and  Preparative  Meetings  of  ministers  and  elders,  and  through  the 
Mrength  which  tnmj  be  vouchsafed  by  the  blessed  head  of  the  church. 
Id  extend  such  advice  and  assistance  as  may  conduce  to  the  health  of  the 
body,  and  the  benefit  of  the  individual  members;  to  which  service  fol- 
bwing  Friends  are  named,  viz :  Samuel  Bettle,  William  Jackson,  Jona- 
fltta  Evans,  Thomas  Wistar,  Hinchman  Haines,  William  Newbold, 
Joseph  Whitallf  William  Allinson,  Sarah  Cresson,  Jane  Bettle,  Hannah 
Whitall,  Elizabeth  Reeve,  Mary  Wistar,  Elizabeth  Allinson,  Mary  Mor- 
tea.  And  the  said  Quarterly  and  Preparative  Meetings  are  desired  to 
accommodate  this  committee,  in  such  manner  and  at  such  times  as  may 
iii  them  in  the  fulfilment  of  the  duty  devolved  upon  them.  Extract 
fitn  the  minutes.   Jonathan  Evans,  clerk.'' 

Q.  What  purpose  had  those  you  call  the  Orthodox  party,  so  far  as 
purpose  could  be  ascertained  by  their  acts,  but  to  check  the  pro- 
■nlgation  of  doctrines  which  they  considered  unsound,  and  at  variance 
with  the  religious  doctrines  held  by  the  Society  of  Friends? 

A.  Yf tllf  their  purpose,  I  suppose,  was  best  known  to  themselve^. 
Bit  from  what  had  been  discovered  in  their  conduct,  and  the  measures 
pirsiied  by  them  for  a  long  time  previous,  it  was  very  evident  they  were 
■aking  many  charges  of  unsoundness.  Sec.  on  a  large  portion  of  the  so- 
ciety, which  the  society  would  by  no  means  admit  as  true  or  well  founded. 
Aad,  therefore,  it  was  very  evident  their  purpose  was  to  produce  a  se- 
pvadon  in  this  way.  But  they  were  too  late  getting  their  machinery  to 
Voris,  and  the  great  body  of  society  got  a  year  ahead  of  them;  and, 
Aerefore,  their  proceedings  in  attempting  to  disown  Friends  were 
karmless,  and  had  no  effect. 

Q.  Was  there  any  measure  of  theirs,  and  of  which  you  complain,  that 
hd  not  some  reference  to  the  suppression  of  doctrine  which  they  alleged 
b  be  nnsound? 

A.  I  think  there  was  in  a  variety  of  instances.  I  don't  see  what  reference 
Ac  rejection  of  the  representatives  from  the  southern  Quarter  could  have 
b  do  with  that,  unless  they  construed  it  in  that  way  themselves.  They 
hd  taken  up,  I  think,  and  disowned  several  individuals  in  Philadelphia, 
■  lome  sham  complaints,  in  which  I  don't  remember  that  they  particu- 
hrly  had  reference  to  unsoundness  in  that  way :  and  which  were  in 
Kferal  instances  reinstated  by  the  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Qi  What  were  the  charges  against  those  individuals,  in  what  you  call 
kie  **  sham  proceedings?" 

A.  I  cannot  undertake  to  give  exactly  the  charges,  as  I  have  no  docu-. 
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ments  that  I  know  of,  within  my  reach,  that  would  enable  me  to  gift  the 
charges  correctly.  But  if  I  remember  right,  there  was  a  case  or  twoiii 
Pine  street  meeting,  two  perhaps,  founded  on  the  expression  of  some 
sentiments  the  individuals  had  uttered  in  the  meeting.  One*  I  thiakf 
was  principally  something  that  was  expressed  in  opposition  to  Jonathin 
Evans*  views;  I  cannot  remember  the  subject.  Another  was  perhaps 
expressing  some  doubts  about  the  correctness  of  a  report  made  by  a 
committee  on  some  subject.  But  then  I  cannot  state  what  those  subjects 
were.  I  think  they  were  not  in  relation  to  doctrines,  from  the  b^t  of 
my  recollection. 

Q.  What  was  the  report  of  the  committee,  for  attempting  to  iropngii 
the  correctness  of  which,  the  member  was  dealt  with? 

A.  As  I  have  said  before,  I  cannot  remember  the  subject;  and,  there- 
fore, can  say  no  more  about  it;  I  was  not  present,  and  have  this  onlf 
from  common  report. 

Q.  How  then  can  you  be  certain  that  it  had  no  reference  to  doctrine? 

A.  Those  are  my  impressions,  from  the  best  recollection  I  have,  of 
hearing  of  the  circumstances  at  that  time. 

Q.  You  say  that  after  the  appointment  of  that  Committee  on  Seventh- 
day  morning,  those  whom  you  call  Friends,  **  were  led  to  consider  what 
steps  would  be  best  to  take  in  the  tried  and  conflicting  state  of  society;" 
when  was  the  first  consultation  they  had  on  the  subject? 

A.  Individuals  who  might  be  together,  as  they  usually  are  at  the  time 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  I  have  no  doubt  frequently  conversed  with  ob0 
another  on  these  afflicting  stnd  trying  circumstances.  But  I  think,  as  I 
before  stated  in  my  testimony  in  chief,  that  the  first  confirmct  wifl 
held  on  Fourth-day  evening,  when  some  fifteen  or  twenty  Friends  gol 
together. 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  unusual  in  the  circumstance  of  superior  meet- 
ings appointing  committees  for  the  advice  and  assistance  of  their  sub- 
ordinate meetings? 

A.  No.  It  was  not  an  unprecedented  thing  in  society,  for  a  Yearij 
Meeting  to  appoint  a  committee.  But  I  don't  recollect  of  any  instance 
where  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  had,  previous  to  thai 
period,  appointed  such  a  committee ;  and  in  the  former  harmonious  times 
of  the  society,  before  party  measures  had  disturbed  its  quiet  and  peac6i 
such  committees  appointed  in  the  unity  and  being  sanctioned  by  the 
body  at  large,  would  have  been  gratefully  received  in  the  subordinati 
meetings.  But  in  this  case,  as  it  was  evidently  of  a  party  character,  and 
no  reason  to  expect  that  they  would  ^o  in  the  spirit  of  restoring  lo?ef 
they  were  not  so  received,  by  many  of  the  subordinate  meetings.  And 
the  fruits  they  brought  forth,  evidently  showed  that  their  labours  were 
calculated  to  **  divide  in  Jacob  and  to  scatter  in  Israel." 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  a  conference  meeting  held  by  John  Comlfi 
which  you  attended.     Will  you  state  when  and  where  it  was  held? 

A.  John  Comly  was  passing  through  Darby,  and  I  heard  he  was  to  b< 
at  John  Hunt's.  I  accordingly  went  there ;  as  I  have  frequently  donCi 
and  continue  to  do  when  strangers  are  there.  When  I  got  there,  1 
found  there  were  some  few  other  Friends  in  the  neighbourhood,  alsc 
there.  There  were  also,  I  think,  some  women  Friends  that  belonged  tc 
the  western  Quarterly  Meeting  there,  who  had  then  just  finished  a  visi' 
to  the  families  of  our  meeting.  John  Comly  then  took  this  opportunit3 
of  opening  some  of  his  views  to  us,  in  relation  to  the  distressed  state  th< 
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society  was  then  in,  as  I  have  before  stated,  in  my  testimony  in  chief; 
and  it  is  unnecessary  to  repeat  it  again.  As  to  the  time  when  this  was, 
I  cannot  recollect,  but  it  was  not  very  long  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meet- 
mgot  1827.  I  think  it  might  have  been  some  time  in  Third-month, 
(fifirch,)  or  there  away,  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Will  you  name  the  persons  who  were  present  on  that  occasion, 
betides  John  Comly  and  yourself? 

A.  I  wont  be  certain  that  I  can  name  them  all:  I  think  there  was 
.  Isaac  Bartram,  John  Bartram,  John  H.  Bunting,  and  Edward  Garrigues: 
[  the  two  women  Friends  that  I  mentioned,  the  family  of  John  Hunt:  and 
I  think  there  were  one  or  two  more  men  Friends,  but  I  cannot  undertake 
to  lay  certain  about  it*-^oseph  Dodgson,  I  think,  was  there. 

CouQseK  You  did  not  name  the  women  Friends. 

A.  Alice  Wilson,  (her  name  then  was,)  and  Esther  Elliott,  who  is 
lince  deceased. 

Q.  Was  Abraham  Lower,  or  any  other  person  from  Philadelphia,  there? 

A.  N09  I  think  not;  not  to  my  recollection:  I  do  not  know,  though, 
vho  was  in  company  with  John  Comly,  but  I  am  satisfied  Abraham 
Lower  was  not  there. 

Q.  Were  the  views  which  John  Comly  there  opened  generally  approved 
bf  those  present? 

A.  Weilf  it  was  a  very  serious  subject,  and  new  to  Friends ;  and  we 
were  all  sensible  of  the  great  distress  and  difficulty  there  appeared  to  be 
ii  the  Society  of  Friends ;  and  we  were  also  sensible  that  the  greater 
pirt  of  this  difficulty  had  originated  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Phila- 
ddphia*  and  from  that  had  become  more  extensive,  in  some  of  the  coun- 
try meetings.  But  there  seemed  to  be  a  hope  expressed,  that  possibly 
at  the  ensuing  Yearly  Meeting,  something  might  be  done  to  put  a  check 
<poB  these  growing  evils,  and  in  some  measure  restore  harmony  and 
place  again  in  society.  I  think  those  were  my  views,  and  which  I  ex- 
preiied  in  that  interview.  I  think  John  Comly  mentioned  that  he  had 
attended  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Philadelphia,  and  some  of  the  other 
Meetings  there ;  that  his  views  were  to  discover  whether  there  was  any 
itaaonable  prospect  of  any  thing  being  done  to  restore  harmony  and 
ptace;  but  m>m  the  disposition  he  discovered  in  many  of  the  active  and 
ksdug  members,  he  thought  there  was  no  hope  for  a  reconciliation ; 
■d  therefore  he  thought  there  was  no  other  way  to  save  the  society 
bom  anarchy  and  ruin,  than  for  the  two  parties  to  separate  from  each 
otheTi  or  something  to  that  effect. 

[noon.  3 

I  think  that  Friends  generally  coincided  in  the  view ;  and  that  unless 
kometbing  did  take  place  at  the  ensuing  Yearly  Meeting,  that  would  be 
Gkdy  to  restore  harmony  and  peace  in  the  society,  that  it  would  be  best 
Km*  the  two  parties  to  separate;  and  as  we  had  frequently  heard  it  said 
that  some  or  the  Orthodox,  the  leading  Orthodox  Friends,  had  declared 
there  must  be  a  separation.  These  were  the  views,  I  think,  that  were 
then  held  up;  but  there  was  no  conclusion  of  any  kind  then  come  to. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  John  Comly  said  that  he  did  not  wish  his 
views  to  be  kept  secret:  I  wish  you  to  state  fully  what  those  views  were, 
if  other,  or  additional  to  those  you  have  stated  in  your  answer  to  the  last 
fiestion? 


.    I 
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A.  I  thbk  I  have  suted  uyU^  u  I  can  recollectf  the  tittirt  tint 
tlu»  opened  by  John  Comly. 

Q.  What  3roa  hate  stated  includes  all? 

A.  Tea;  idl,  aa  fully  as  I  can  recollect.    Aa  to  the  manner  la 
anch  a  separation  should  be  brought  about|  I  do  not  remember  thatthwl^ 
was  any  thing  said  on  that  subject    John  Comly  appealed  to  bettkf 
truTelling  along  under  a  great  weight  of  exercise,  on  account  of  Umittft 
of  society. 

Q.  Wh9t^prkwniem  were  stated  in  that  conferencoi  aa  in  four  qfl'; 
liension  requiring  redress?  -  v 

A.  I  cannot  remember  particular  matters  that  were  then  bnm^Mlt 
Tiew;  I  think  it  is  Tery  probable  that  many  of  the  circumstances  of  Ml 
nature  that  I  have  heretofore  related^  were  then  contersed  about:  t00 
not  now  undertake  to  repeat  them.  -.  y  V 

Q.  Tou  say  there  was  a  looking  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  redreass  ii 
what  Way  was  it  expected  that  redress  would  bs  obtained?  '* .      - 

A.  It  was  well  known  that  there  was  a  smdl  partyt  though  a  wf 
actlTC  one,  in  society,  and  principally  confined  to  PhiiadelphiM  «tJiil| 
tiie  most  acdve  part  of  them,  that  had  been  iised  in  a  gresit  degMt# 
gotem  the  proceedings  of  the  Yearly  Meeting.  But  It  waa  luqMd  bjf 
aom^  Uiat  when  Friends  were  p^erally  convened  from  the  country  wMf^ 
ingSf  there  might  be  a  possibility  of  this  dominant  party  bdng  m  aSMi 
degree  restrained,  by  aome  check  being  put  upon  their  proceedlaga*^  I 
^iprehend  these  were  the  views  that  many  Friends  had,  and  which  Ihsi^; 
heard  a  number  express. 

Q.  How,  or  by  what  means,  was  this  check  to  be  given?  -    • 

A.  By  the  means  t)>at  I  have  expressed-^he  hope  of  controlling  tis 
operations  of  those  party  measures.    But  after  what  took  plaoe  in  tts  ^ 
appoindng  of  that  committee  by  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  eldera  si ' 
Seventh-day,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  was  done,  there  seemed  to  be 
little  or  no  hope  left. 

Q.  What  were  the  measures  that  those  whom  you  call  Friends  h<^ 
would  be  controUtd  at  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  have  spoken  in  general  terms  of  the  measures  that  had  been  cs^ 
ried  on  and  persevered  in  for  some  time  previous  to  that  period;  and  I 
should  hardly  suppose  it  necessary  to  travel  over  the  ground  agaiSi* 
The  opposition  that  had  been  made  to  many  valuable  ministering  Friaid% 
the  rejection  of  the  representatives  from  the  southern  Quarter,  the  sh 
tempts  that  had  been  made  to  disown  some  members  in  Philadelphi% 
and  the  general  conduct  of  that  party  wherever  they  could  bring  it  t^ 
bear,  or  to  operate,  in  some  of  the  meetings  of  discipline. 

Q.  In  what  way  was  it  hoped  that  the  Yearly  Meeting  would  correct    j 
these  proceedings? 

A.  By  exercising  their  rights  and  privileges  in  order  to  control  then. 

Q.  How? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  satisfy  the  counsel  with  a  fuller  answeit- 
I  cannot  undertake  to  say  what  they  had  a  view  of  doing:  I  think  I  hafS  ^ 
atated  as  fully  as  I  can  state  it  In  order  to  elucidate  the  subject,  pe^ 
haps  I  can  refer  again  to  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  where  the 
voices  of  Friends  were  not  heard,  or  considered  of  no  avail,  when  ex* 
pressed  in  opposition  to  the  views  of  that  party.  And  if  we  go  to  the 
general  Yearly  Meeting,  where  the  great  body  of  the  representatives 
were  disposed  to  make  a  change  of  clerks,  a  minority  of  that  body  were 
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determined  to  support  their  views:  and  again  in  the  Yearly  Meeting, 
vhen  the  subject  was  brought  before  that,  in  the  manner  it  was,  the 
lunority  there  were  determined  to  carry  their  own  views,  by  forcing  upon 
tlie  meeting  a  clerk  that  was  not  at  that  time  agreeable  to  a  great  ma- 
jority of  the  members. 

The  question  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  answers- 
Well,  as  to  any  thing  of  an  official  nature,  of  which  I  can  only  speak  on 
behalf  of  society,  there  was  a  matter  coming  up  from  the  southern  Quar- 
ter, as  is  before  stated,  in  order  for  redress  of  grievances;  and  as  there 
had,  previous  to  this  time,  been  a  good  deal  of  dissatisfaction  in  society 
with  regard  to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  it  was  hoped,  or  apprehended, 
that  possibly  there  might  be  some  redress  obtained  by  the  subject  of  its 
organization  being  laid  before  the  Yearly  Meeting:  alsoTespecting  elders, 
from  the  apparent  disposition  that  had  been  manifested  by  the  elders  in 
Philadelphia  assuming  an  undue  influence  in  society,  it  was  apprehended 
that  perhaps  a  change  in  the  manner  of  appointing  elders,  so  as  to  have 
those  appointments  made  periodically,  it  might  possibly  afford  some 
reliet  And  these  two  subjects,  I  think,  were  brought  up  to  the  Yearly 
Meetug  from  Abington  and  Bucks  Quarters,  if  I  remember  right,  with 
the  hope  that  they  would  be  acted  upon.  One  of  them,  perhaps,  re* 
ipecdng  elders,  had  been  forwarded  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  by  one  of 
those  Quarters  some  time,  two  or  three  years,  previous,  I  don't  remember 
cxactlyi  and  it  had  then  been  rejected;  principally  by  those,  I  think,  of 
that  party  I  have  been  describing,  as  assuming  to  govern  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Yearly  Meeting.  These,  I  think,  were  some  of  the  principal 
Butters  that  the  Quarterly  Meetings  had  acted  upon,  and  from  which  it 
was  hoped  some  redress  might  be  obtained. 

The  question  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  answers: 

Vthe  Yearly  Meeting  had  been  in  a  capacity  to  act  upon  those  matters 

that  were  brought  up  from  the  several  Quartiers,  and  would  have  said 

to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  **  You  have  violated  the  discipline,  and 

isyaded  the  rights  of  the  southern  Quarterly  Meeting  in  assuming  to 

^jcct  their  representatives  a  seat  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings;"  and 

^^  ordered  the  southern  Quarterly  Meeting  to  send  forward  their  repre- 

*^tadve8  as  they  were  desirous  to  do,  it  would  have  been  a  redress  of 

^^i  grievance.     And  in  the  same  manner  in  regard  to  the  other  two 

^ies,  respecting  the  appointment  of  the  members  of  the  Meeting  for 

^i^rings,  and  also  the  appointment  of  elders,  if  the  Yearly  Meeting 

"^Bd  been  qualified  to  have  taken  hold  of  these  subjects,  and  to  have  made 

^  alteration  in  the  discipline  in  compliance  with  the  views  of  those 

Vuarters,  the  expected  redress  might  have  possibly  been  obtained  in 

^at  way,  as  it  regarded  those  matters.    Again,  if  the  wish  of  the  great 

^tjority  of  the  representatives  had  been  complied  with  in  the  choice  of 

^  clerk,  so  that  the  meeting  could  have  had  a  clerk  in  whom  they  had 

^^Hfidence,  that  would  have  acted  in  compliance  with  the  views  of  the 

^1*^1  body  of  the  meeting,  there  might  have  been  some  redress,  possibly, 

obtained  in  that  way. 

Now  I  trust  that  question  is  fully  answered. 
•    Q.  How  would  the  rule,  making  the  appointment  of  elders  periodical, 
^  you  had  succeeded  in  obtaining  it,  have  afforded  you  redress? 

A.  It  is  believed  that  there  were  some  who  stood  in  that  office,  or  had 
^tood  in  that  office  a  great  while,  that  were  assuming  to  themselves  a 
^sequence  that  was  not  altogether  becoming  those  who  stood  in  that 
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station ;  and  although  there  was  discipline  already  sufficient  for  Monthly 
Meetings  to  displace  them,  yet  it  had  not  been  much  acted  on  in  that 
way^  and  it  was  a  very  possible  case,  and  no  doubt  in  many  instances 
was  the  case,  that  those  individuals  had  such  influence  in  the  meetings 
to  which  they  belonged,  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  get  the  subject 
before  the  meeting  in  that  way;  and  therefore  by  a  rule  of  discipline  to 
have  those  appointments  made  periodically,  it  would  bring  them  under 
review,  and  afford  an  easier  way  of  releasing  them  from  their  stations, 
as  also  operate  as  a  salutary  restraint  upon  their  assuming  an  undue  in- 
fluence in  society,  in  consequence  of  their  appointments  in  that  station. 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  names  of  as  many  of  those  persons  that  yoa 
wished  thus  to  remove,  as  you  can  recollect? 

A.  No.  I  wdnt  undertake  to  state  names.  In  my  own  Monthly 
Meeting,  1  believe  there  was  none  of  that  description  but  what  the 
Monthly  Meeting  was  satisRed  with. 

Q.  Were  those  persons  whom  you  call  a  combination  of  elders  m 
Philadelphia,  among  those  whom  you  considered  it  desirable  to  remove? 

A.  I  was  not  a  member  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  to  which  any  of  thoie 
persons  belonged,  and  therefore  had  no  right  to  act  in  the  case.  But  I 
think,  if  I  had  been  a  member  of  any  one  of  those  meetings,  I  shoold 
have  thought  they  ought  to  have  been  removed;  or  otherwise  made  an 
acknowledgment  for  their  unauthorized  proceedings  in  that  corobina* 
tion  of  elders,  as  it  is  generally  termed.  It  made  a  great  excitement,  as 
I  have  before  and  very  frequently  stated,  throughout  the  society.  It 
was  one  of  the  great  grievances  complained  of,  and  I  have  no  doubt  at 
all  but  a  large  portion  of  the  society  thought  they  ought  to  be  removed 
from  office ;  and  I  think  Jonathan  Evans,  himself,  must  have  known  and 
seen,  that  they  were  acting  contrary  to  the  right  orde^f  discipline,  by 
the  cautious  manner  in  which  he  signed  a  note  contained  in  the  last  letter 
they  sent  to  Elias  Hicks. 

Q.  Will  you  name  the  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  it  was 
thought  desirable  by  your  party  to  release  from  service? 

A.  I  cannot  undertake  to  name;  because  in  a  society  capacity  we  had 
not  pursued  any  measures  of  that  kind.  These  things  were  of  a  gene- 
ral character,  and  as  I  was  but  a  little  time  permitted  to  be  within  the 
sacred  walls  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  I  could  not  tell  a  great  deal 
about  their  proceedings,  only  from  common  report,  and  from  hearing 
their  minutes  read  in  the  Yearly  Meeting.  I  did,  however,  I  think, 
mention  some  names  that  were  active  in  rejecting  the  representatives 
from  the  southern  Quarter,  and  as  an  individual,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  those  members  assuming  the  power  that  did  not  belong  to 
them,  ought  to  have  been  removed. 

Q.  I  understand  from  what  you  have  said,  that  this  was  a  subject  of 
much  discussion  among  the  members  of  your  party;  from  all  you  know 
of  your  own  knowledge,  or  have  learnt  from  conversations  with  them,  was 
it  not  the  general  impression  of  the  members  of  your  party,  that  all 
those  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  who  were  either  of  that 
body,  whom  you  call  a  combination  of  elders,  or  united  with  their  pro- 
ceedings, ought  to  be  released  from  service? 

A.  I  cannot  undertake  to  say  what  the  opinions  of  a  large  body  of 
Friends  were :  but  I  know,  as  to  myself,  and  many  that  I  might  have 
conversed  with,  it  was  our  opinion  that  those  conspicuous  individuals, 
who  appeared  to  have  formed  this  combination,  had  violated  the  order 
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d  discipline  of  the  society,  and  had,  therefore,  in  our  apprehensions, 
{qualified  themselves,  and  lost  the  confidence  of  the  people,  as  they 
d  formerly  stood  in  the  harmonious  times  of  the  society. 
Q.  Am  I  to  understand,  then,  that  the  redress  you  sought  was  to  re- 
ise  from  service  the  elders  and  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufier- 
gs  designated,  and  fill  their  places  with  those  of  your  own  party,  and 
at  in  the  event  of  your  failure,  you  had  determined  to  separate? 
A.  There  was  no  determination  I  believe  of  this  kind  come  to,  until 
.  hopes  of  redress  in  any  other  way  had  seemed  to  be  given  up.  Those 
rcumstances  that  I  have  mentioned  of  grievances,  and  the  many  other 
nbining  causes  that  operated,  eventually  tended  to  produce  this  result, 
od  I  don't  know  within  my  knowledge  any  individual  that  was  desirous 

removing  those,  any  of  those  officers  in  the  church,  in  order  that  he 
ight  fill  the  station  himself.  As  to  the  numbers  of  the  Meeting  for 
afferings,  I  apprehend  there  was  a  majority  of  that  meeting  who  were 
>nsidered  on  the  Orthodox  side.  As  to  elders,  from  the  best  account 
latltan  ascertain  from  the  various  meetings  at  the  time  the  separation 
>ok  place,  there  is  a  majority  on  the  side  of  Friends,  of  those  that 
rere  then  in  that  station. 

Q.  You  say  that  John  Comly  expressed  his  belief,  that  the  hope  from 
be  Yearly  Meeting  was  vain — what  did  he  propose  as  the  means  of  ob- 
auning  redress? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  he  proposed  any  thing  but  what  I  have 
itated. 

Q>  You  allude  to  a  separation  ? 

A.  Yes.  I  think  he  did  not  at  that  interview  propose  any  thing  bc- 
lidei.     . 

,  Q*  Was  the  subject  of  the  clerkship  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  discussed 
n  that  conference,  or  any  allusion  made  to  it? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that  it  was  discussed  in  that  conference*— <but  I 
veU  know,  or  knew  then,' that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  dissatisfaction  in 
focietf  with  Samuel  Bettle  acting  as  clerk.  That,  I  believe,  had  existed 
ii  the  minds  of  some  Friends  from  the  year  1823,  when  that  creed-bu- 
uoesi  was  before  the  Yearly  Meeting.  Some  Friends  then  thought  he 
^  not  act  in  compliance  with  the  views  of  the  body  of  the  meeting,  in 
die  disposition  of  that  business  by  the  minute  he  made  on  the  subject; 
iltbongh,  I  think,  I  myself  did  not  blame  him  on  that  occasion— he  was 
A  Friend  I  had  a  high  esteem  for — and  it  was  well  known,  that  in  the 
coBTnlsions  that  prevailed  in  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting,  he  had 
•bwm  himself  a  warm  party  man.  And,  therefore,  it  was  believed  by 
■ttf  Friends,  that  he  could  not  consistently  act  as  the  organ  of  the 
fearijr  Meeting,  in  the  situation  society  was  then  in,  and  more  especially 
u  it  was  known,  that  some  matters  were  to  come  from  Philadelphia 
Qvarterly  Meeting,  to  be  determined  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  that  year, 
vUch  Samuel  Bettle  was  considered  a  warm  partisan  in.  If  any  thing 
vuaaid  on  that  subject,  at  this  interview  we  have  been  speaking  of,  it 
bt  escaped  my  recollection. 

Q.  Was  not  John  Comly  in  the  same  predicament,  with  respect  to  the 
nbjects-  that  were  sent  up  from  Abington  Quarter,  as  you  describe 
Samuel  Bettle  to  have  been  in,  in  relation  to  the  matters  which  came  up 
h>m  the  Philadelphia  Quarter  ? 

A.  I  think  not ;  the  cases  were  very  difierent.  If  I  have  a  right  re- 
collection of  the  subject  that  came  from  Abington  Quarter,  it  was  in 
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relation  to  perio<1ica1  appointincnt  of  ciders;  my  impression  is,  ihat  that 
was  the  subject.  And  I  am  inclined  to  think,  that  John  Comly  was  not 
favourable  to  such  a  chan^^e  in  the  discipline,  but,  no  doubt,  was  submii- 
aive  to  what  appeared  to  be  the  general  views  of  Friends,  and  would  act 
accordingly.-  One  of  those  from  Philadelphia  Quarter  was  in  relatioa 
to  Leonard  Snowdon's  case,  as  was  well  understood,  and  in  which 
Samuel  Bettic  had  taken  an  active  part ;  and  perhaps  then  stood  on  a 
committee  of  that  Quarter,  to  represent  the  case  to  such  committee  as 
might  be  appointed  in  the  Yearly  Meeting^  on  the  subject.  '  The  other 
case  was  in  regard  to  appeals,  which  had  been  got  up  in  Philadelphia 
Quarter,  by  that  party  with  whom  Samuel  Bettle  had  identified  himsel( 
and  was  carried  forward  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  if  I  have  been  rightly 
informed,  contrary  to  the  views  of  a  large  portion  of  that  Quarterly 
Meeting.  These  things  were  generally  known  in  society,  previoai  to 
the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1837,  and  it  was  not  at  all  to  be  marvelled  at,  that 
a  great  portion  of  the  members  of  the  society  were  desirous  of  a  chavge 
in  the  clerk. 

Q.  Was  John  Comly  decidedly  opposed  to  the  Abington  propositioi? 

A.  I  did  not  attend  that  Quarterly  Meeting  when  that  subject  waa 
before  it;  and  cannot  say  what  he  might  have  expressed  in  that  meet- 
ing on  the  subject;  but  from  the  sentiments  I  have  heard  him  expretf 
since,  I  believe  he  was  not  fully  persuaded  in  his  own  mind,  thatsucha 
change  in  the  discipline  would  be  profitable. 

Q.  If,  to  have  taken  a  part  in  any  subject  that  was  to  come  before  the 
Yearly  Meeting  for  decision,  will  disqualify  a  person  for  being  clerk  ef, 
that  meeting,  on  the  ground  of  partiality,  would  not  the  objection  haf^ 
equal  force,  whether  the  individual  advocated  or  opposed  the.propoacJ 
measure  ? 

A.  That  would  depend  very  much  upon  the  part  which  the  individoal 
had  acted.  In  the  former  harmonious  times  of  society,  although  there 
might  be  diversities  of  sentiments  on  particular  subjects,  there  wai 
generally  a  condescension  or  acquiescence  on  one  part  or  the  other  ii 
the  disposition  of  those  subjects.  And  therefore  there  were  no  impiM^ 
tant  subjects  carried  forward  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  unless  this  onilf 
and  harmony,  in  a  good  degree,  prevailed;  therefore,  individual  senti- 
ments that  might  have  been  offered,  not  altogether  in  agreement  with 
the  measures  that  were  finally  resulted  by  the  meeting,  would  not  he 
considered  as  disqualifying  an  individual,  even  to  serve  on  a  committee 
in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  when  those  subjects  were  resulted  there.  Butia 
the  case  of  Samuel  Bettle,  it  was  very  different.  Here  was  a  street 
party  formed  in  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meetings— he  had  warmly  e^ 
ponsed  the  cause  of  Leonard  Snowdon. 

The  question  was  again  read  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  answers: 
I  do  not  think  it  would  make  any  difference  whether  he  advocated  or  op- 
posed  the  measure,  provided  he  showed  himself  a  warm  partisan.    As- 
to  the  choice  of  a  clerk,  I  should  now  say  that  it  ought  to  rest  upon  the 
choice  of  the  people  generally. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  ten  o'clock. 

ft 

Friday  morning,  December  24th,  1830,  at  10  o'clock.     Cross-exami- 
nation of  the  same  witness  continued.     Present  the  same  as  before. 
Question  by  Mr.  Brown.  Were  the  facts  and  circumstances  which  yot 
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iTC  detailed,  as  objections  to  the  appointment  of  Samuel  Bctllc  as  clerk 
F  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  1827,  urged  as  objections  against  him  in  the 
lectin g  of  the  body  of  representatives  of  that  year? 

A.  I  was  not  one  of  the  representatives  in  that  year$  and,  therefore, 
.  cannot  say  what  objections  were  made  in  that  body  to  Samuel  Bettle 
xiBg  nominated  as  clerk;  but  it  seems  to  be  an  impression  on  my  mind, 
ihat  I  have  heard  some  of  the  circumstances  that  I  have  brought  into 
riew,  were  urged  as  objections;  especially  the  active  part  he  had  taken 
lathe  affairs  of  Philadelphia  Quarterly'Meeting.  I  think  I  have  heard 
this  mentioned,  but  by  whom,  I  cannot  say. 

Counsel.  The  question  is  confined  to  the  meeting  of  the  representa- 
dves. 

Witness.  I  mean  the  answer  to  be  confined  to  that  meeting  also. 

Q.  Was  any  objection  made  to  Samuel  Bettle,  as  clerk  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting  in  1836,  either  at  the  meeting  of  the  body  of  the  representatives 
of  that  year,  or  in  the  general  Yearly  Meeting  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  there  was.  It  seems  to  me,  too,  that  I  am 
■ader  the  impression,  that  there  were  some  remarks  made  about  it  of 
that  matter,  though  I  am  not  certain;  I  mean  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  at 
large,  at  tome  period  previous  to  1827.  As  it  respects  the  representa- 
tifcs,  I  think  I  was  on  the  appointment,  either  in  1825  or  '26, 1  cannot 
te  certain  which;  and  I  had  been  on  previous  to  that  period  at  different 
times,  when  Samuel  Bettle's  name  was  proposed  for  that  service,  and  I 
kad  dways  observed,  that  it  was  mentioned  very  quick  after  the  repre- 
•eitatives  got  together;  and,  generally,  by  some  Friend  in  the  city.  I 
pluBk,  at  one  time,  either  in  1825  or  '26,  it  was  mentioned  before  all  the 
leprtsentatives  could  have  got  into  the  house  to  take  their  seats;  for 
which  precipitancy,  in  mentioning  a  name  so  quick,  I  think,  John  Coz^ 
if  I  am  not  mistaken,  gave  a  very  salutary  rebuke:  and  as  it  was  men- 
tioned quick,  it  was  generally  united  with  very  quick,  by  a  number  of 
those  persons  who  seemed  to  direct  the  councils  of  society  in  a  great 
measure.  But  I  do  remember,  on  one  occasion,  there  were  some  objec- 
tioos  made  to  it,  and  some  proposal,  to  consider  of  the  propriety  of  a 
change;  but  that  was  overruled,  without  a  great  deal  being  said  on  the 
sabject;  and,  I  think,  it  was  submitted  to  and  agreed,  that  his  name 
should  be  carried  forward. 

Counsel.  The  question  related  to  the  year  1826,  and  to  the  meeting  of 
tepresentaUves,  or  general  Yearly  Meeting  of  that  year;  do  I  understand 
the  answer,  as  relating  to  that  period? 

A  I  have  not  a  distinct  recollection  which  year  it  was;  but,  I  think, 
k  was  either  1825  or  '26.  I  am  rather  inclined  to  think  it  was  the  lat- 
ter, but  I  will  not  be  certain. 

Q.  Who  made  the  objection? 

A.  I  think  Abraham  Lower  was  the  one  that  first  mentioned  the  cir- 
camstance.  I  don't  know  that  it  could  properly  be  called  an  objection- 
He  called  the  attention  of  the  representatives,  to  consider  of  the  pro- 
priety of  a  change. 

Q.  On  what  ground? 

A.  I  can't  recollect  that  he  gave  any  particular  reasons  for  it;  perhaps 
le  might  have  stated,  that  Samuel  had  been  a  number  of  years  under 
hat  appointment,  and  it  mif^^ht  be  proniablc  to  ch:in{];c.  I  think  there 
ras  no  other  name  mcirtiuncd. 
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Q.  Were  the  views  of  Abraham  Lower,  upon  that  occasion,  support- 
ed by  any  other  person? 

A.  I  have  not  a  clear  recollection;  but,  I  think,  there  was  some  other 
person  or  persons  that  seemed  rather  to  coincide  with  Abraham's  views 
of  the  subject 

Q.  Can  you  name  them? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect* 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  their  number? 

A.  No,  1  cannot.  I  have  a  faint  recollection  of  the  circumstance,  and 
have  stated  as  far  as  I  can  relate  matters  of  fact. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  as  one  reason,  why  Samuel  Bettle  ought  not  to 
have  been  appointed  clerk  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  1827,  that  he  hid 
had  a  certain  duty  assigned  to  him  in  relation  to  the  case  of  Leonard 
Snowdon,  in  the  performance  of  which  duty,  he  had  taken  an  actiTe 
parti  had  not  the  case  of  Leonard  Snowdon  arisen  before  the  year  1836? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  it  had,  some  considerable  time  before:  and  had  ytrf 
much  agitated  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  for  several  Quarters,  but  was  not 
till  the  year  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  agreed  to  belaid 
before  the  Yearly  Meeting;  or  rather  to  ask  the  Yearly  Meeting's  ad- 
vice on  the  subject  of  difficulty. 

Q.  Would  not  an  endeavour,  on  the  part  of  an  individual,  to  prodice 
a  separation  in  the  Societyof  Friends  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827, 
by  holding  conferences  to  prepare  the  minds  of  members  of  the  societf 
for  such  an  object,  have  been  as  great  a  disqualification  for  the  office  of 
clerk  of  that  meeting,  as  for  an  individual  to  have  taken  an  active  part  ia 
the  discussion  of  a  subject  that  was  coming  regularly  before  the  Yearly 
Meeting  from  one  of  the  Quarters? 

A.  It  appears  to  me  that  that  would  depend  very  much  upon  the  na- 
ture of  the  endeavour  the  individual  might  have  made.  Under  the  thea 
existing  state  of  things  in  the  society,  I  consider  the  Society  of  Friends 
were  a  little  circumstanced,  if  we  may  draw  the  comparison,  as  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States,  or  the  American  colonics,  as  they  were  then 
called,  perhaps,  were  placed  in  previous  to  the  revolutionary  war,  and 
considered  they  had  a  right  to  confer  together,  for  the  general  good,  and 
to  seek  for  some  means  to  become  emancipated  from  the  British  yoke;  and 
therefore,  I  think,  it  was  a  privilege  that  the  society  had,  to  confer  tog^ 
ther  on  the  existing  state  of  things,  and  even  to  devise  means  which  thef 
might  apprehend  would  tend  to  the  general  good.  But  I  think,  there 
would  be  a  difference  between  a  person  seeking  relief  in  this  way,  and  a 
person  who  had  been  actively  engaged  in  producing  those  measures  thit 
had  brought  society  into  this  distressed  situation,  in  which  they  irttt 
then  placed. 

Q,  If  the  expression  of  John  Comly's  sentiments,  in  an  trregular  meet- 
ing, constituted  no  disqualification  for  the  clerkship,  why  should  tbs 
expression  of  his  sentiments  on  a  subject  in  a  regular  meeting  of  the 
society,  disqualify  Samuel  Bettle  from  the  clerkship? 

A.  I  don't  know  any  irregular  meeting  that  John  Comly  had  had,  aid 
therefore,  there  is  no  parallel  in  the  case. 

Counsel.  Let  the  question  then  apply  to  the  conference  meeting  spo- 
ken  of  by  the  witness. 

A.  I  considered  it  nothing  more  than  a  friendly  interview,  that  Johi 
Comly  and  a  few  of  his  friends  had  together :  I  believe  more  by  acci 
dent  than  any  previous  arrangement  made  fur  it.  [The  question  is  agaii 
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id  and  explained  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  answers,]  I  think 
ere  is  a  wide  difference  in  the  two  cases.  John  Comfy  was  extremely 
slrous  of  saving  the  society  from  anarchy  and  ruin,  and  would,  if  he 
id  even  been  appointed  to  the  service  of  clerk  at  that  time,  used  his 
jnost  endeavours,  as  far  as  his  influence  might  extend,  to  have  pre- 
tnred,  or  at  leasts  to  have  endeavoured  to  have  brought  the  society  into 
irmony  and  concord.  In  the  other  case,  as  I  have  already  stated  in  a 
omber  of  instances,  Samuel  Settle  had  been  actively  engaged  in  pro- 
loting  those  measures,  that  went  to  produce,  and  finally  did  produce,  a 
eparation  in  the  society,  by  rending  the  bonds  of  our  religious  union 
sunder. 

Q.  In  that  conference,  or  that  assemblage  of  Friends  at  John  Hunt's, 
17  whatever  name  the  witness  may  think  it  ought  to  be  designated,  was 
he  situation  of  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting  discussed,  or  alluded  to, 
ind  if  so,  state  all  that  occurred  respecting  it? 

A.  I  don't  seem  to  have  any  recollection  of  that  subject  being  discuss- 
^:  though  I  think  from  that  being  a  very  prominent  circumstance  in 
:he  Philadelphia  Quarter,  its  very  likely  it  might  have  been  a  subject  of 
ronversation.  It  was  well  known  that  there  was  a  great  hostility  in 
Philadelphia  Quarter  towards  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street;  and 
[RCoUect  now  having  heard,  that  after  the  releasement  of  Leonard  Snow- 
Ion  and  the  other  elder,  perhaps  from  their  stations  as  elders  in  the 
society,  that  William  Evans  should  have  said,  that  that  Monthly  Meet- 
ing*'should  be  laid  down." 

Q.  When,  and  to  whom  did  William  Evans  say  that? 

A.  I  cannot  remember,  who  I  heard  it  from;  it  was  a  circumstance 
that  was  then  frequently  talked  about. 

(^  Try  to  recollect  whether  any  thing  was  said  at  that  conference, 
vith  respect  to  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting  detaching  itself  from 
Philadelphia  Quarter,  and  joining  itself  to  Abington  Quarter? 

A.  1  have  no  recollection  of  that  subject  being  mentioned  at  all,  nei- 
ther do  I  think  it  could  have  been;  for  I  have  no  recollection  of  the  sub- 
ject being  mentioned,  till  after  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  any  other  friendly  conference,  such  as  that  held  at 
lohn  Hunt's,  cither  at  Wilmington,  or  any  other  place,  in  company  with 
lohn  Comly,  at  any  time  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827? 
^  A.  No.  I  did  not  any  thing  that  could  be  construed  in  that  way.  Some 
time  previous  to  that,  John  Comly  had  visited  some  of  the  meetings 
vithin  the  compass  of  the  Quarter  that  I  was  a  member  of,  and  I  was 
vith  him,  at  a  number  of  the  meetings,  I  think,  as  I  have  very  frequently 
been  with  other  ministers  who  have  travelled  in  our  parts;  and  there 
vould  be  frequently  a  number  of  Friends  together,  at  Friends'  houses, 
Uis  usual  on  such  occasions.  But  I  never  remember  to  have  heard 
turn  mention,  or  even  hint  at,  any  of  the  views  which  he  opened  to  us,  in 
that  interview  at  John  Hunt's. 

Q.  In  any  of  those  visits  was  the  subject  of  the  clerkship  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting  alluded  to? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  that  it  ever  was :  and  yet  its  quite  a  possible 
:asc,  that  there  might  have  been  conversation  among  Friends  on  that 
iobject. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  subject  mentioned,  besides  what  you  have  bc- 
bre  stated,  at  the  interview  at  John  Hunt's,  connected  with  the  existing 
lifficulty  in  the  society^  and  if  so,  state  what  it  was? 
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A.  I  have  no  rocollection  of  any  thing;  that  I  can  pretend  to  relate, 
more  fully  than  what  I  have  already  done.  I  wish  it  was  in  my  power 
to  give  fully  and  clearly  every  thin^,  and  every  sentiment  that  passed  in 
that  interview:  I  should  have  no  objections  they  were  published  to  the 
world. 

Q.  Was  there  not  for  some  time  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of 
18279  among  the  leading  men  on  your  side,  a  distinct  understanding,  that 
if  John  Comly  was  not  appointed  clerk,  there  was  to  be  a  separation  from 
those  you  call  Orthodox? 

A.  No.  I  know  of  no  such  understanding.  Nor  I  never  was  in  anj 
council  or  consultation  on  that  subject,  previous  to  the  time  I  hare 
mentioned. 

Q.  When  you  say  that  John  Comly  held  but  four  or  five  of  those  con- 
ferences, prior  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  do  you  mean  to  be  unde^ 
stood  that  those  were  the  only  occasions  on  which  he  consulted  wilb 
his  friends  on  the  proposed  separation  from  those  you  call  Orthodox? 

A.  As  I  was  not  constantly  with  John  Comly,  and  but  seldom  with 
him  about  that  time,  its  impossible  for  me  to  say  what  communications 
he  might  have  had  with  his  friends  on  these  subjects.  I  have  mentioned 
the  one  I  was  present  at,  and  all  I  can  remember  distinctly  about  it. 
But  as  John  Comly  was  charged  in  some  of  those  anonymous  pamphlets, 
especially  the  one  that  was  known  by  the  name  of*  Evans'  Pamphlet," 
and  if  1  am  not  mistaken,  subsequently  in  some  of  a  more  official  charac- 
ter, of  holding  forty  of  those  caucus  meetings^  as  they  chose  to  denomi- 
nate  them,  I  inquired  particularly  of  John  Comly  afterwards  about  it; 
and  it  was  then,  I  think,  he  informed  me  that  he  could  not  recollect  of 
more  than  five  or  six  at  furthest  of  those  kind  of  interviews  which  he 
had  at  Darby ;  and  which  he  had  no  desire  at  all  that  they  should  be  in 
secret. 

Q.  You  understood  John  Comly  then  to  say,  that  those  five  or  six  oc- 
casions, were  the  only  ones,  on  which  John  Comly  had  mentioned  to 
Friends,  the  subject  of  a  separation  in  the  society? 

A.  No,  I  don't  wish  to  be  understood  so.  I  cannot  tell  what  he  might 
individually  have  mentioned  to  Friends.  But  that  these  were  the  k^ 
instances,  in  which  those  interviews  could  be  considered  any  thing  lik^ 
a  conference, 

Q.  Were  the  views  of  John  Comly  generally  united  with,  by  those 
you  call  Friends? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  for  society  generally.  I  can  only  answer  for  the 
interview  when  I  was  present. 

Counsel.  I  wish  the  witness  to  answer  as  far  as  his  knowledge  or  in- 
formation extends. 

A.  I  cannot  say  as  to  that,  only  as  I  have  already  stated,  as  far  as  I 
had  knowledge  of  the  circumstance.  But  I  rather  think  Friends,  gene- 
rally, were  circumstanced  as  I  was  myself,  looking  forward  towards  that 
Yearly  Meeting,  for  bringing  about  a  slate  of  things  that  would  afford 
some  redress.  As  it  regarded  a  separation,  I  think  it  was  a  thing  ««' 
tirely  undetermined  upon,  until  about  the  middle  of  the  week  on  which 
the  Yearly  Meeting  was  held. 

Q.  Prior  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  do  you  not  recollect  saying  to 
one  or  more  Friends,  "  that  a  revolution  was  about  to  lake  place  in  the 
society,  and  that  the  power  would  pass  into  other  hands  than  it  was  then 
in?" 
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A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  conversation  with  any  Friends. 
Ifthe  names  were  mentioned,  it  possibly  might  bring  something  to  my 
recollection.  I  remember  some  years  before  that  period  of  having  some 
conversation  with  William  Evans,  about  the  time  the  elders  made  their 
attack  upon  Elias  Hicks  in  Philadelphia,  and  William  was  railing  out 
against  Elias  Hicks;  for  which  I  gave  him  some  cautions,  being  but 
a  young  minister  himself,  and  I  was  afraid  he  would  hurt  his  own  ser- 
Tice.  And  I  think  I  then  told  him,  that  if  a  few  of  them  in  Philadelphia 
undertook  to  set  up  their  judgment  to  put  down  Elias  Hicks,  a  man  so 
auversally  esteemed  as  a  minister  of  the  gospel,  as  he  was,  that  they 
would  produce  a  schism  in  the  church. 

Q.  Some  time  after  this  interview  with  William  Evans,  did  you  not 
uation  another  minister  of  Philadelphia  Quarter^  against  opposing  the 
doctrines  of  Elias  Hicks,  or  joining  with  others  in  opposition  to  them, 
stating  that  the  power  in  society  was  about  to  pass  out  of  the  hands  of 
his  oppo&ers? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  expressing  any  sentiment  of  that  kind. 
It  leemt  to  me  that  I  met  with  Thomas  Kite  in  the  street,  ahout  the 
time  that  Elias  Hicks  arrived  in  the  city,  may  be  in  that  fall  of  1822;  I 
am  not  positive  as  to  the  time:  hut  we  got  a  little  into  conversation  on 
the  inbject  of  Elias  Hicks'  arrival  there;  whether  he  introduced  it,  or 
myself,  I  cannot  remember;  but  it  seems  to  me  he  said  that  he  had  heard 
Bus  had  arrived  in  town,  and  I  might  have  given  him  some  cautions. 
I  don't  remember  what  they  were;  for  I  think  at  that  time  I  did  not 
bow  what  his  sentiments  were,  with  regard  to  Elias  Hicks;  but  I  pretty 
•oon  discovered  that  he  was  pretty  warmly  opposed  to  him.  And  I 
think  I  then  told  him,  pretty  much  as  I  told  William  Evans,  that  if 
they  did  not  take  care,  they  would  produce  a  schism  in  society;  and  if 
I  remember  right,  he  replied,  that  he  did  not  know  but  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  be  so. 

Q.  From  1833  to  1827,  were  you  not  frequently  engaged  in  visiting 
the  different  meetings  within  Philadelphia  Yearly  Meeting,  and  pro- 
noting  the  views  of  those  you  call  Friends? 

^  A.  No,  1  was  not.  I  don't  remember  ever  having  been  engaged  dur- 
ing that  period,  in  visiting  the  meetings  of  Friends  within  our  Yearly 
Meeting,  further  than  I  might  have  accompanied  some  travelling  minis- 
^^  who  was  engaged  in  that  service;  which  has  frequently  been  my 
^  for  twenty  years  or  more  past.  And  I  think  perhaps  within  that 
period,  I  was  once  on  a  committee  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  to  visit 
the  Monthly  Meetings  within  our  own  Quarter.  But  I  never  travelled, 
^er  as  a  companion  for  a  ministering  Friend,  or  otherwise,  with  a 
^  of  promoting  party  purposes,  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of 
1827. 

Q-  Did  you  not  use  your  influence  with  Friends  of  several  of  the 
Quarterly  Meetings,  immediately  preceding  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827, 
teget  such  representatives  appointed,  as  would  be  favourable  to  John 
Comly  for  clerk? 

A.  No.  I  am  as  clear  of  that  as  the  counsel  himself.  I  don't  recol- 
kt  tha't  I  attended  any  Quarter,  except  our  own  and  the  southern 
Quarter,  at  the  time  when  representatives  were  chosen  to  go  tp  the 
Wly  Meeting. 

Q.  Did  you  not  propose,  in  Concord  Quarterly  Meeting,  immediately 
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preceding  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  that  the  number  of  its  repre- 
sentatives to  the  Yearly  Meeting  should  be  increased? 

A.  I  think  I  did  make  such  a  proposition,  to  that  effect;  and  vrhich 
the  Orthodox  have  not  failed  to  hold  up  to  view,  in  their  anonymous 
pamphlet,  and  attaching  a  design  to  it,  which  they  knew  nothing  abouL 
I  knew  that  it  was  a  practice  in  some  Quarters  to  appoint  more  repre- 
sentatives than  others.  I  think  it  had  been  the  practice  in  the  westenij 
Quarter,  that  I  had  formerly  belonged  to,  of  sending  a  larger  number' 
out  of  each  Monthly  Meeting,  than  we  were  then  in  the  practice  of 
doing  from  Concord;  and  I  thought  we  hardly  had  our  proportion  of 
an  average  number,  according  to  the  quota  which  we  paid  to  the  Yearly 
Meeting's  stock,  as  it  is  called,  and  I  therefore  made  the  proposition 
I  did. 

Adjourned. 

[noon.] 

[In  the  afternoon  the  witness  continues  his  answer.]  I  was  going  to 
state,  that  it  was  immediately  opposed  by  a  Friend,  who  was  then  con- 
sidered pretty  strong  on  the  Orthodox  side;  and  it  passed  over,  I  think, 
without  much  being  said  to  it.  I  don't  recollect  that  it  was  advocated 
by  any  other  Friends. 

Q.  Was  it  the  usage  in  your  Quarterly  Meeting  to  appoint  a  certaii 
number  of  representatives  from  the  members  of  each  Monthly  Meeting 
constituting  it? 

A.  Yes.  It  had  been  usual,  I  think,  to  appoint  two  out  of  eack 
Monthly  Meeting,  as  representatives  to  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Was  that  also  the  usage  in  the  western  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  I  don't  know  what  was  their  usage  at  that  time;  but  I  think  when 
I  was  a  member  of  the  western  Quarter,  it  was  usual  to  appoint  » 
larger  number,  three^  if  not  four;  though  I  will  not  be  certain  about  it 
But  that  was  a  long  time  before,  previous  to  the  year  1803,  when  I  left 
that  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Q.  How  many  did  the  western  Quarter  send  up  in  1827? 

A.  I  do  not  remember.     I  can't  pretend  to  say. 

Q.  How  many  did  your  Quarter  send  up  to  that  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  The  usual  number,  I  think,  two  from  each  Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Had  you  no  other  design  in  making  that  proposition  to  your 
Quarterly  Meeting,  than  that  you  have  stated? 

A.  I  cannot  remember  any  design  I  had  at  the  time,  further  than 
what  I  have  expressed.  And  perhaps  I  had  in  view  important  subjects, 
that  were  likely  to  engage  the  attention  of  that  Yearly  Meeting;  and 
was  desirous  of  having  as  many  country  Friends  there  as  could  be  come 
at. 

Q.  Had  you  no  reference  in  your  mind  at  the  time  to  the  choice  oft 
clerk  for  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  cannot  say  whether  I  had  or  had  not,  now.  But  I  have  good 
reason  to  believe,  that  if  I  had  had  such  a  design,  we  should  have  gained 
very  little  advantage  in  that  respect,  by  increasing  the  number  of  repre- 
sentatives; for  we  had  a  number  of  individuals  in  that  meeting  that 
were  very  warm  party  men  on  the  Orthodox  side,  and  were  as  quick  ia 
exercising  their  privileges  in  naming  some  of  their  own  party  to  ap- 
pointments in  the  meeting,  as  any  other  Friends  were:  so  much  so,that 
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hen  an  appointment  was  making^,  they  would  name  of  their  own  party 
lOch  faster  than  the  clerk  could  take  them  down. 

Q.  Had  the  representatives  any  other  specific  duty  to  perform,  than 
>  a^ree  upon  the  names  of  persons  to  be  reported  to  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ig  as  clerk  and  assistant  clerk? 

A.  I  believe  there  is  nothing  further  specific — that  is  laid  upon  them 

Zthe  discipline.  It  is  expected  they  will  report  to  the  next  Quarterly 
ecting  succeeding  the  Yearly  Meeting,  of  their  attendance;  and  some- 
Imes  there  are  matters  confided  to  them  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  to  carry 
MLck  to  the  Quarterly  Meetings. 

Q.  Were  not  similar  propositions  to  that  which  you  made  in  Concord 
Qvarter«  proposed  and  adopted  in  Bucks,  Abington,  and  the  southern 
Quarterly  Meetings,  in  1837? 

A.  I  was  not  at  any  of  those  Quarters,  and  don't  know  how  the  pro- 
positions were  made,  nor  what  was  their  inducement.  But  from  the 
reports  that  came  forward  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  it  appeared  they  had 
increased  their  usual  number  of  representatives. 

Q.  When  you  proposed  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  that  the  nomina- 
tion of  clerk  should  be  returned  to  the  representatives,  with  the  under- 
sUnding  that  the  majority  should  decide,  was  it  not  opposed,  on  the 
groand  that  it  was  contrary  to  the  usages  and  principles  of  the  Society 
of  Friends,  to  decide  in  its  meetings  by  majorities? 

A.  I  think  there  was  something  said  by  some  of  that  party,  the  Or- 
thodox party,  of  that  nature.  I  don't  remember  the  words.  I  think  they 
kgan  to  talk  about  weight,  if  I  remember  right;  the  solid  part  of  society, 
ttdso  forth;  terms  very  familiar  to  them.  But  I  thought,  from  the 
disposition  they  manifested  in  trying  to  carry  their  point,  they  might 
kve  \th  weight  out  of  the  question:  for  perhaps  if  they  had  been  weighed 
in  the  true  balance  of  the  sanctuary,  they  might  have  found  the  hand- 
miting  of  mene  tekel  inscribed  upon  the  wall,  over  against  them.  It  did 
not  appear  that  they  were  willing  to  refer  the  matter  to  majorities,  when 
tliey  found  it  would  not  answer  their  purpose.  But  on  another  occasion, 
vbui  I  was  present,  some  time  after  that,  at  a  meeting  of  the  contribu- 
tor! to  the  asylum,  some  of  these  very  men  were  willing  to  decide  a 
nitter  by  a  majority  of  voices,  when  they  apprehended  they  had  a  ma- 
jority on  their  side,  among  whom  were  Jonathan  Evans.  Samuel  Bcttle, 
Thomas  Stewardson,  Thomas  Wistar,  and  many  others,  who  took  an 
Ktive  part  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  in  regard  to  the  decision  respecting 
the  clerk. 

Q.  Who  was  it  that  talked  about  weight  in  that  meeting;  and  what 
vu  said  On  that  subject  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  that  I  can  recollect  exactly — there  was  so 
■iiich  said,  and  such  confusion  in  the  meeting  at  the  time,  that  it  is  im- 
pouible  for  me '  to  remember  particulars.  But  I  think  it  came  from 
lome  in  the  galleries,  not  far  from  the  clerk's  table.  It  had  been  a  term 
Ihit  I  had  got  so  used  to  hearing,  that  it  was  not  so  remarkable  at  that 
lime. 

^  Q.  If  you  cannot  recollect  who  those  men  were,  how  can  you  say  that 
Xwas'the  same  men  who  advocated  some  time  afterwards  a  different 
'octrine  at  the  asylum? 

A.  I  believe  1  haye  not  said  so.  ■  I  have  said  it  was  the  same  men  that 
took  an  active  part  in  the  question,  respecting  the  choice  of  the  clerk» 
ind  I  have  very  little  doubt,  that  it  was  some  of  those  that  made  this 
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reference  to  weight.  But  as  to  naming  the  individual,  my  memory  wi 
not  serve  me  to  mention  the  particular  name.  But  1  well  know,  that  j 
the  decisions  of  matters  in  meetings  for  discipline,  for  a  considerabl 
time  previous  to  that,  the  Orthodox  could  not  bear  the  idea  of  a  dec 
sion  by  majorities,  where  they  found  it  would  not  answer  their  purposi 
But  in  the  case  of  the  asylum,  they  had  resorted  to  means,  by  increasiD] 
the  larg^  number  of  annual  subscribers,  for  a  trifling  sum,  a  few  dollar 
each—* it  was  fully  believed  at  that  time,  with  a  view  of  giving  them  ] 
majority  of  votes  in  that  institution,  some  of  whom,  it  was  commoil] 
reported,  then  did  not  know  that  they  were  entitled  to  a  seat  among  tiM 
contributors,  until  they  were  invited  to  attend  the  general  meeting  ol 
the  contributors.  And,  I  think,  the  clerk  informed  me,  that  previous  to 
the  meeting,  he  had  received  ten  or  eleven  new  names,  and  at  the  meet* 
ing  there  were  more  than  sixty,  sixty-three  or  four,  additional  ones  laid 
on  the  table,  or  brought  forward  as  new  members  of  that  institutios. 
And  I  had  understood,  though  I  had  never  before  myself  attended  that 
institution,  that  on  some  previous  occasions,  years  before  that,  there  had 
been  some  efforts  made,  or  effort,  by  some  of  the  members  of  the  instita* 
tion,  as  it  was  something  of  a  civil  insiiiution,  that  they  should  decide 
certain  matters  by  a  majority  of  voices,  but  that  it  was  then  stronglf 
opposed,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  by  Jonathan  Evans,  and  some  others « 
the  Orthodox  party.  This  information  I  had  from  some  of  the  con- 
tributors, who  were  members  of  our  own  meeting.  But  on  this  occa* 
sion,  when  I  attended  that  meeting,  there  was  some  difficulty  arose,  I 
think,  in  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  the  managers  during  the  past 
year;  and  it  threw  the  meeting  into  great  confusion.  And  finally,  it  wai 
urged  by  the  Orthodox  party,  that  they  should  settle  it  by  calling  cm 
the  list  of  names,  which  was  by  some  others  considered  unfair,  to  take 
in  the  new  names  that  was  then  brought  forward,  I  think,  under  the  ci^ 
cumstances  that  they  then  appeared  to  be  in.  Recourse,  however,  was 
had  to  the  list.  The  clerk  of  the  asylum  company,  being  a  man  of  great 
moderation,  and  disposed  for  peace,  did  not  seem  disposed  to  call  over 
the  names  in  that  way,  but  some  of  that  party,  that  I  have  mentionedi 
strongly  urged  it,  and  Thomas  Evans  made  his  way  by  some  means  to 
the  clerk's  table,  and  got  hold  of  a  paper,  and  set  to  calling  over  the 
names,  and  put  up  his  hand  to  his  mouth,  I  remember,  to  make  his  voice 
heard  all  over  the  house  in  the  midst  of  the  noise  and  confusion,  during 
which,  the  clerk  seeing  that  nothing  could  be  done  to  any  advantage* 
under  these  circumstances,  he  made  a  minute,  adjourning  the  meetiogf 
and  left  it  with  his  book  under  his  arm:  and,  I  believe,  most,  or  all  per* 
haps,  but  the  Orthodox  party,  left  it  also — and  let  them  take  iheir  otro 
course. 

Q.  When  did  the  transactions  which  you  have  detailed  as  having 
taken  place  in  relation  to  the  asylum,  take  place? 

A.  It  was  at  their  annual  meeting  in  the  spring  of  1828 — I  do  not  re- 
member the  time  exactly,  perhaps  in  Third-month,  1828. 

Q.  It  was  then  after  the  separation  in  the  society? 

A.  Yes^-it  was  after  the  separation. 

Q.  Were  not  the  contributors  to  the  asylum  entitled  to  that  characte 
by  the  payment  of  money  alone,  and  was  it  not  a  benevolent  and  monic 
institution,  and  not  a  religious  one  ? 

A.  I  believe  that  was  the  case.  They  were  entitled  by  paying  a  c^ ' 
tain  sum — and  it  was  considered  in  the  nature  of  a  civil  institution. 
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Q.  Had  not  those  new  members,  of  whom  you  have  spoken,  regularly 
>aid  their  contributions,  and  thus  become  entitled  to  seats  and  voices  in 
.he  meetings  of  the  contributors? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  that  was  the  fact.  I  suppose  they  had  paid  the 
•urns  required  of  them,  or  some  persons  had  paid  it  for  them.  It  was 
lo  reported  at  the  time,  that  there  was  a  number  there  that  had  not  paid 
uy  money;  but  had  received  notices  to  attend.  It  was  reported  so  at 
the  time,  and  afterwards,  I  should  have  said.  I  have  this  only  from 
common  report.  I  did  not  know  the  fact  myself.  And  it  was  thought 
mfalr,  that  any  advantages  should  be  taken  in  this  way  by  one  party  over 
the  other. 

Q.  Did  not  the  treasurer  furnish  a  regular  list  of  the  contributors, 
certifying  that  all  those  new  members  had  paid  their  respective  contri- 
'botions? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  how  that  was:  I  was  not  much  acquainted  with  the 
proceedings  of  that  institution,  as  I  had  never  before  attended  it.  The 
tgeat  who  had  stood  appointed  by  our  Monthly  Meeting,  I  believe  from 
the  first  institution  of  the  asylum,  had  been  then  in  a  poor  state  of  health, 
ud  requested  to  be  released,  and  I  was  appointed  in  his  room  as  the 
igentof  Darby  Monthly  Meeting,  which  had  subscribed  8200,  to  entitle 
them  to  have  an  agent  in  that  institution. 

Q.  Was  this  appointment  of  Darby  Monthly  Meeting  of  you  as  their 
igent,  befort  or  after  the  separation? 

A.  It  was  in  the  winter  of,  I  think,  1828,  when  Edward  Garrigues 
ftqnested  to  be  released,  who  had  been  our  former  agent. 

Q.  Did  not  the  right  of  a  Monthly  Meeting  to  be  represented  by  an 
Igent  in  any  meeting  of  the  contributors,  arise  solely  from  the  circum- 
stance of  such  Monthly  Meeting's  having  contributed  money  for  the 
parpose  of  carrying  into  effect  the  objects  of  the  institution? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  the  constitution  of  the  contributors  to  the  asy- 
hm,  particularly  what  is  stated  in  it:  but  1  expect,  if  I  understand  the 
qnesuon,  that  is  the  case. 

Q.  Was  it  not  definitely  provided  by  an  article  of  the  constitution, 
that  the  contribution  of  each  Monthly  Meeting  which  did  contributCi 
ihould  be  two  hundred  dollars? 

A.  I  believe  that  was  the  sum  required,  and  which  I  have  before  stated. 

Q.  Was  it  not  provided  by  the  constitution,  that  one  of  the  conditions 
^n  which  an  individual  should  be  permitted  to  become  a  contributor, 
■houM  be,  that  he  would  continue  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends? 

A.  I  believe  that  was  the  case,  if  I  remember  right. 

Q-  After  considerable  opposition  had  been  made  to  the  Report  of  the 
Board  of  Managers,  was  it  not  proposed  that  the  question  whether  the 
Veedng  should  or  should  not  agree  to  the  report,  should  be  put  to  vote? 

A.  I  cannot  remember  exactly  at  what  period  they  determined  upon 
Riding  the  question  by  a  vote;  but  I  think  it  was  after  there  was  con- 
^erable  opposition  to  the  report,  that  it  was  so. 

Q.  Was  not  the  clerk  one  of  those  whom  you  call  Friends? 

A.  I  think  at  that  time  he  might  have  been  called  a  neutral,  if  I  re- 
member right. 

Q*  How  is  it  now? 

A.  He  is  now  with  Friends. 

^*  Upon  hia  declining  to  put  the  question,  was  not  Daniel  B.  Smithy 
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who  had  acted  as  his  assistant  as  clerk  of  the  meeting,  requested  to  call 
over  the  names? 

A.  I  cannot  remember  how  that  was;  Daniel  B.  Smith  was  at  the 
table,  and  I  think  read  the  minutes  of  the  board  of  managers  for  the 
preceding  year:  and  whether  he  was  requested  or  not«  I  cannot  say;  bnt- J 
it  seems  to  me  that  he  made  some  attempt  to  call  them  over;  but  the 
meeting  got  into  such  a  state  of -confusion,  I  think  it  would  puzzle  i 
lawyer  himself  to  describe  fully.  But  I  well  remember  Thomas  Evan 
making  his  way  to  the  table,  or  near  the  table,  whether  over  the  peoph^ 
or  between  the  people,  I  can't  undertake  to  say:  but  he  got  hold  of  a  paper, 
and  set  to  calling  over  names,  as  loud  as  he  could  well  hollow;  an4l 
think  it  was  while  he  was  doing  this  that  the  clerk  made  a  minute  sd- 
journing  the  meeting;  and  I  very  soon  got  out  of  the  house  after  that  .  j 

Q.  Did  you  see  Thomas  Evans  go  to  the  table? 

A.  I  think  I  saw  him  a  little  way  from  the  table  first;  how  far  he  hid 
sat  from  it,  I  cannot  say;  he  was  then  in  the  act  of  making  his  way  to 
it,  and  got  hold  of  the  paper;  but  whether  from  the  assistant  clerk,  or 
from  off  the  table,  I  cannot  undertake  to  say. 

Q.  When  his  person  first  struck  your  vision  upon  that  occasion,  were 
there  any  persons  between  him  and  the  table? 

A.  Well,  it  appeared  to  me  as  if  there  was.  I  was  on  the  other  end 
of  the  house,  a  good  ways  from  him;  and  there  were  many  people  oi 
their  feet  at  the  time.    I  cannot  say  how  far  he  was  from  it. 

Q.  You  observed  his  further  progress  to  the  table;  did  he  eifect  it  by 
passing  over  the  heads  of  the  intervening  persons? 

A.  I  stated  before,  I  could  not  undertake  to  say  how  he  got  there. 

Q.  Did  you  observe  him  to  pass  over  the  heads  of  any  of  them? 

A.  I  did  not  say  so:  the  first,  I  think,  I  noticed  of  him,  he  was  not  far 
from  the  table;  and  he  was  making  his  way  to  get  hold  of  the  paper;  but 
whether  the  assistant  clerk  had  it  in  his  hands  or  not,  I  don't  pretend  to 
say:  t^ere  was  great  confusion  at  the  time,  and  many  were  on  their  feet, 
I  think,  in  diiferent  parts  of  the  house. 

Q.  How  far  was  he  from  the  table  when  you  first  saw  him? 

A.  Well,  I  could  not  undertake  to  tell  the  number  of  feet,  for  I  "was 
not  at  that  time  measuring  distances  in  my  mind;  but  I  was  at  one  end 
of  the  house  from  the  table,  and  he  appeared  to  be  on  the  other  side;  or 
perhaps  more  fronting  the  table. 

Q.  As  you  had  not  observed  his  position  in  the  meeting  before  yoa 
saw  him  approaching  the  tabic,  and  as  after  that  time  you  did  not  ob- 
serve him  to  pass  over  the  heads  of  any  of  the  intervening  persons,  is  it 
quite  fair  to  insinuate  that  in  his  previous  progress  ha  might  have  so 
passed  over  them? 

A.  I  have  stated  the  company  to  be  in  great  confusion  at  the  time; 
and  that  it  is  impossible  for  mc  to  describe  every  thing  that  took  place: 
I  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  to  imply  that  he  actually  did  pass  over 
the  people;  but  from  his  appearance  at  the  time,  and  what  I  did  uoUce, 
he  appeared  to  be  determined  on  pursuing  his  object. 

Q.  While  Daniel  B.  Smith  was  callinj^  the  names,  did  not  one  of  those 
whom  you  call  Friends  snatch  a  paper  from  him,  or  from  the  table,  the 
list  from  which  he  was  calling  the  names;  and  as  he  proceeded  to  call 
from  a  duplicate  list,  did  not  the  clerk  rise  and  read  the  minute  of  ad- 
journment,  without  any  instructions  from  the  meeting  so  to  do? 

A.  1  do  not  remember  that  circumstance.     I  have  uo  distinct  recol- 
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•ction  of  the  previous  attempts  to  call  the  names,  if  there  were  such 
nade,  until  I  heard  Thomas  Evans  calling  them.  But,  I  think,  its  quite 
ikely  Daniel  B.  Smith  had  made  some  attempt  of  that  kind. 

Q.  Were  you  near  enough  the  table  to  have  heard  what  Daniel  B. 
Smith  said? 
A.  I  think  I  was,  if  he  called  as  loud  as  clerks  generally  speak.  I 
ink  I  was  little  more  than  the  length  of  this  room  (about  fifteen  feet) 
ftom  the  table,  perhaps.  [The  preceding  question  was  again  read  to 
tlK  witness,  and  in  reference  to  the  last  branch  of  the  inquiry,  l^e  an- 
swers further,3  As  to  receiving  any  instructions  from  the  meeting  in  the 
confused  state  it  was  in,  it  would  puzzle  a  better  head  than  mine  to  say 
'Who  the  meeting  was.  -  But  my  impression  is,  there  was  some  senti- 
ments of  that  kind  offered,  by  somebody,  but  who^  I  cannot  say. 
Q.  By  how  many  persons  ? 

A.  I  cannot  undertake  to  say,  the  state  of  confusion  was  such. 
Q.  Was  not  the  voice  of  Daniel  B.  Smith  very  weak,  and  of  but  little 
compass? 

A.  Well,  I  did  not  observe  that  it  was.  If  I  remember  right,  he  read 
the  minutes  of  the  board  of  managers  for  the  preceding  year,  while  the 
meeting  was  in  a  quiet  state,  and  was  heard  suHiciently,  I  should  sup- 
pose all  over  the  house. 

Q.  Taking  into  view  the  state  of  confusion  in  which  the  meeting  then 
^u,  and  the  noise,  might  not  Daniel  B.  Smith  have  requested  Thomas 
Inns  to  repeat  the  names  in  a  louder  voice,  as  he  called  them  over, 
without  your  having  heard  such  request? 

A.  He  might  readily  have  done  so,  without  my  hearing  it;  as  I  sup- 
pose Thomas  Evans  to  have  been  nearer  to  him  than  I  was;  but  I  don't 
itmcmber  hearing  any  such  request. 

Q.  Did  not  the  noise  and  confusion  of  which  you  have  spoken,  arise 
fiom  the  efforts  of  Abraham  Lower,  and  a  number  of  others  of  those 
whom  you  call  Friends,  to  prevent,  by  clamour,  the  clerk  from  being 
kard,  while  calling  over  the  names,  and  when  they  found  themselves 
^feated  in  their  attempts  to  effect  that  object,  did  not  a  minority  of  the 
coDtributorSf  or  those  professing  to  be  contributors,  retire  from  the 
taise? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  Abraham  Lower  being  there  at  all.  He  may 
.bvebeen  there,  and  a  hundred  others,  that  I  can't  now  recollect.  But 
» to  the  cause  of  the  confusion  that  took  place,  I  attribute  it  wholly  to 
.  ^efforts  that  were  made  by  the  Orthodox  party,  endeavouring  to  jus- 
.^J  some  proceedings  of  the  board  of  managers  that  had  taken  place 
^^ring  the  preceding  year,  and  the  unfair  means  that  it  was  apprehend- 
'  ^  they  were  then  resorting  to,  to  accomplish  their  design. 
Adjourned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Saturday  morning,  December  25,  1830.  The  examiner  having  been 
,  ^d  away  at  an  early  hour,  left  a  notice  to  the  parties  to  attend  here 
'  tt  ten  o'clock  on  Monday  morning  next,  and  returned  home  before  the 
^r  to  which  the  examination  stood  adjourned. 

Monday  morning,  December  27,  1830,  at  10  o'clock.     The  examiner 

'Qended,  at  the  same  place,  and  received  notice  that  the  parties  and 

^nsel  had  met,  as  usual,  at  10  o'clock,  on  Saturday  morning  last,  and 

'  ^tually  agreed  to  postpone  the  further  examination  of  Halliday  Jack- 
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son,  until  Tuesday  morning,  December  28,  at  10  o'clock,  at  the  same 
place. 

Tuesday  morning,  December  28,  1830,  at  10  o'clock.  The  parties 
and  counsel  attended.  Mr.  Price  for  the  complainant  and  Stacy  D^ 
cow.     Mr.  Sloan  for  Joseph  Hendrickson. 

The  witness,  Halliday  Jackson,  not  attending,  and  Mr.  Price  pnh^i 
ducing  a  letter  from  Doctor  Parrish,  stating,  that  the  wife  of  the  wi^ 
ness  is  dangerously  ill,  it  was  mutually  agreed  by  the  parties  and  cbu-^ 
sel,  (hat  the  further  examination  of  this  witness  be  postponed,  until  sBch 
time  as  the  said  witness  can  attend  for  the  purpose,  at  this  place:  wd 
that  Mr.  Sloan,  on  receiving  notice  from  Mr.  Price  of  such  day  and  tiiBC^ 
shall  immediately  inform  the  examiner  thereof,  and  that  the  said  eu- 
mination  shall  from  thence  be  proceeded  in  until  concluded.    And  fu- 
ther,  the  shortness  of  the  days,  and  the  inclement  season  of  the  yeir, 
rendering  it  extremely  inconvenient  for  witnesses  from  a  distance,  the 
counsel,  and  the  examiner,  to  attend  here  at  this  time,  the  further  post- 
ponement of  the  whole  examination  is  on  these  accounts,  mutually  d^ 
sirable:  for  remedy  whereof,  the  following  agreement  was  entered  iite^ 
and  executed,  viz: 


In  Chancery  of  New  Jenq, 


DBTWEEN 

Thomas  L.  Shotwell,  Complainant, 

and 
Joseph  Hendriokson  and  Stacy  Decow, 

Defendants. 


ON  BILL  OF  INTERPLSAOUi 
^  &C. 


It  is  agreed  between  the  parties  in  this  cause,  and  their  counsel,  thil 
after  the  examination  of  Halliday  Jackson,  a  witness  in  this  cause,  shiU 
be  closed,  the  further  examination  of  witnesses  shall  be  postponed  ualil 
the  iirst  day  of  March  next;  on  which  day  the  examination  of  witnesNi 
shall  recommence,  before  the  same  examiner,  at  this  place,  without  up* 
tice  from  either  party  to  the  other.     That  the  counsel  for  the  complaii^! 
ant  and  Stacy  Decow,  shall  then,  in  the  first  place,  proceed  to  examins^ 
his  witnesses,  until  the  testimony,  on  the  part  of  the  complainant  ail| 
Stacy  Decow,  shall  be  closed.     That  immediately  thereafter,  the  cMi" 
sel,  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrickson,  shall  proceed  to  examine  siicki 
further  witnesses,  and  give  such  additional  testimony  on  his  part, 
shall  be  deemed  necessary  on  his  part,  until  his  testimony  shall  be  clos»j 
ed;  and  thereupon,  the  counsel  for  the  complainant,  and  Stacy  Decoi^'- 
shall  immediately  proceed  to  examine  and  close  their  additional  teithv 
mony.     That  after  the  examination  shall  be  so  recommenced  on  the  fiiH^ 
day  of  March  next,  there  shall  be  no  further  postponement,  until  ths'r 
whole  testimony  on  both  sides  be  fully  taken,  and  the  examinations  cl 
ed,  without  the  assent  of  both  parties.     And  it  is  further  agreed  bctwcc*! 
the  parties  and  counsel  in  this  cause,  that  in  case  the  examinations  r^ 
witnesses  in  this  case  shall  not  be  closed  before  the  term  of  the'court 
Chancery,  to  be  held  in  April  next,  the  said  complainant  and  Stacy  Dc 
cow  shall  not,  on  that  account,  object  to  the  counsel  for  Joseph  Hi 
drickson,  at  the  said  April  term,  applying  to  the  chancellor  to  name  ihej 
masters,  or  justices  of  the  supreme  court  of  New  Jersey,  who  are  to  sit 
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on  the  argument  of  this  cause,  at  such  time  and  place  as  shall  he 
ir fully  assi^ed  for  that  purpose.         *»»»*» 
Dated,  Camden,  December  25,  1830. 

(Signed) 

Eli  K.  Pricb, 
Counsel  for  Shotwell  and  Dtcow. 

Abraham  Brown, 
Of  counsel  for  Hendrickson, 
Which  said  agreement  is  here  recorded,  at  the  request  of  the  parties 
aA  their  counsel.  J.  J.  Foster, 

Masler  and  Examiner. 

Tuesday,  March  1st,  1831. 

Pursuant  to  the  above  recited  agreement  of  the  parties'  and  their 
Mmnsel,  the  examinations  in  this  cause  were  resumed,  at  the  house  of 
WiUiam  Ridgway,  in  Camden,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  on  Tuesday 
the  first  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-one,  in  the  presence 
rf  the  parties,  or  such  of  them  as  would  attend,  and  Eli  K»  Priee^  of 
counsel  witji  Decow  and  Shotwell,  and  Jeremiah  H.  Sloanj  of  counsel 
mh  Hendrickson. 

Haludat  Jaoxson,  the  witness  under  cross-examination  at  the  time  of 
tiw  last  continuance,  being  called,  appeared^  and  the  closing  part  of  his 
totimony  was  read  over  to  him;  when  Mr.  Sloan^  on  the  part  of  Joseph 
Heodrickson,  one  of  the  defendants,  resumed  the  further  cross-examina- 
licm  of  the  witness,  by  putting  this  question: 

What  were  the  proceedings  of  the  board  of  managers,  to  the  defence 
of  which  you  attributed  the  confusion  in  the  meeting  of  the  contributors 
of  the  asylum? 

A.  As  I  hare  passed  through  a  scene  of  deep  affliction,  in  the  loss  of 
I  beloTed  companion,  since  I  was  under  examination  before,  many  mai- 
lers in  relation  to  this  examination,  that  were  then  fresh  in  my  memory, 
to  be  very  much  obliterated  from  my  mind.  I  may  therefore  make 
repetitions,  and  possibly  some  contradictions.  But  as  to  the 
laestion  now  asked,  it  occurs  to  me,  that  the  opposition  that  arose  in 
Ike  meeting,  to  the  proceedings  of  the  board  of  managers  in  the  preccd- 
bg  year,  was  founded  on  their  having  attempted  to  expel  from  their 
Mrd  two  of  their  members,  Charles  Townsend,  I  think,  and  Joseph 
Vaner,  under  a  pretext  that  they  were  disowned,  as  they  said,  by  the 
llciety  of  Friends.  These  kind  of  disownments,  I  have  before  spoken 
l(  that  arose  out  of  the  separation  that  had  taken  place,  and  were  at- 
iMpted  to  be  put  in  force  by  the  Orthodox  party— they  were  not  con- 
Mmd  talidi  or  as  having  any  effect,  by  the  great  body  of  the  society. 
It  deprive  them  either  of  their  civil  or  religious  privileges.  When  the 
Riding  of  the  minutes  of  the  board  of  managers  was  gone  through,  I 
Hak  there  were  some  objections  made  to  that  part  of  it.  The  clerk 
Mempted  to  make  a  minute,  as  I  suppose  was  usual  on  such  occasions: 
b  it  he  did  not  state  that  the  proceedings  of  the  board  of  managers 
Nre  approved  or  disapproved;  a  copy  of  which  minute  I  have,  if  it  is 
hovght  proper  to  have  it.  Strong  objections  were  then  made  by  those 
Nbo  arc  called  the  Orthodox  party,  to  the  minute  the  clerk  had  made, 
■d  I  think  it  was  then  that  they  urged  that  the  subject  be  decided  by 
kTote,  as  I  have  before  stated,  perhaps;  and  as  1  before  stated,  it  was 
to  on  the  part  of  Friends,  as  it  was  apprehended  there  appeared 
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to  be  unfair  means  taken  to  increase  the  number  of  votes  taken  o 
side.  A  proposition  was  made,  I  think,  by  Dr.  Joseph  Parrish)  t 
thing  might  be  amicably  settled  by  disinterested  arbitrators,  oi 
thing  to  that  effect.  But  this  was  treated,  as  I  thought,  rather  in 
temptible  manner,  by  some  on  the  other  side,  who  stood  pretty  1 
society;  and  something  was  said  about  an  appeal  to  the  law,  and 
sion  of  the  Supreme  Court;  but  I  don't  recollect  particularly  w\ 
said.  And  after  the  attempt  that  was  made,  as  I  before  stated,  b 
mas  Evans,  to  call  over  the  names,  the  meeting,  in  the  midst  of 
sion,  and  the  clerk  discovering  that  nothing  could  be  done  with  i 
grec  of  order  or  decorum,  he  made  a  minute,  adjourning  the  m 
and,  I  suppose,  one-half  of  those  collected  then  withdrew,!  can't 
take  to  say,  and  left  the  others  to  take  their  own  course. 

Q.  Did  those  minutes  read  by  Daniel  B.  Smith,  state  the  cause 
ficulty  which  had  arisen  in  the  meeting  of  the  contributors? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  the  words  of  the  minute  or  minutes  ths 
recorded  on  the  book  of  the  board  of  managers,  but  I  am  pretty 
that  the  difRculty  arose  on  the  ground  that  I  have  mentioned  in  t 
ceding  answer.     I  don't  recollect  that  there  was  any  other  objec 
the  proceedings  of  the  board  of  managers  for  that  year. 

Q.  Did  the  board  of  managers  make  any  minute,  or  propose  t 
any  minute,  to  expel  those  persons;  or  was  it  a  minute  declarii 
those  persons  had  lost  their  right  to  seats  in  that  meeting,  in 
quenceof  the  testimonies  of  disownment  which  had  been  issued  i 
them,  by  the  terms  of  its  constitution? 

A.  As  I  said  before,  I  cannot  remember  the^brm  of  the  minu 
it  was  considered,  I  believe,  that  it  was  an  attempt  to  expel  thei 
for  which  they  had  taken  counsel  of  one  of  their  attomies  in  th 
from  their  own  statements  which  they  had  made  to  him,  I  suppo! 

Q.  Was  the  right  of  the  board  to  make  such  a  minute  after 
questioned  by  either  of  the  persons  to  whom  that  minute  alluded? 

A.  I  believe  the  right  of  the  board  was  questioned,  not  only  b; 
persons,  but  by  Friends  generally,  to  expel  any  member  of  the  be 
consequence  of  those  sham  disownments  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
taking  the  law  and  the  judgment  all  into  their  own  hands,  to  deci< 
very  important  case,  for  which  we  have  now  spent  many  weeks 
place,  and  for  which  I  have  no  doubt  many  more  will  be  spent,  to 
by  a  higher  tribunal  than  the  board  of  managers,  whether  those 
disownments  were  valid  or»not.  When  I  used  the  terms,  Friend? 
rally,  I  meant  on  our  side  of  the  question,  as  I  have  done  througho 
examination. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  this  doubt  that  was  entertained  of  the  pre 
of  this  minute,  and  of  the  right  of  these  members  to  retain  their 
was  not  a  statement  of  facts,  or  series  of  questions,  agreed  upon 
parties,  and  by  consent  submitted  to  Horace  Binney,  Esquire,  1 
opinion  on  the  subject? 

A.  I  remember  to  have  seen  some  statement  of  the  circumstai 
the  case,  but  I  can't  undertake  to  say  what  they  were,  but  I  unde 
that  it  was  not  united  with  by  all  the  managers,  but  that  there  wer 
ral,  a  number,  I  think.  I  have  been  informed  five  or  six,  four  < 
or  live  or  six,  that  were  opposed  to  it,  for  the  following  reasons, 
will  permit  me  to  read,  (taking  out  a  paper.) 

Counsel.  1  am  inquiring  into  facts,  and  do  not  ask  for  the  opin 
the  managers. 
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Witness.  Well|  they  considered  it  an  ex  parte  thing. 
Q.  Who  were  these  managers  who  objected? 

A.  Charles  Townsend  and  Joseph  Warner  were  two,  and  I  think  Jona- 
Thomas/if  I  remember  right,  if  he  was  a  manager.     I  think  he 
a  manager  that  year,  for  I  think  I  remember  his  being  in  our  neigh- 
hood,  and  saying  something  about  it.     This  is  information  I  re- 
ved  from  others.    Jonas  Preston,  I  think,  I  have  been  informed,  was 
that  objected,  and  one  or  two  others  that  I  have  heard  of,  but  I  can- 
remember  their^names.   I  knew  but  very  little  about  the  affairs  of  the 
lum,  as  I  was  never  present  but  at  that  one  meeting.    These  Friends, 
jBd  I  believe  Friends  generally,  believed  that  there  was  no  power  dele- 
ted by  the  constitution  to  the  board  of  managers,  authorizing  them 
L  to  decide  as  to  the  ri^ht  of  membership. 

f      Q.  Were  these  objections  made  by  the  persons  named  at  the  time  of 
'  preparing  this  statement  for  submission  to  Mr.  Binney? 

A.  I  apprehend  it  was  about  that  time,  and  that  it  was  done  while  the 
I  thing  was  under  discussion;  not  being  present,  I  cannot  speak  as  to  mat- 
^  ter  of  fact 

^     Counsel  [Handing to  the  witness  a  pamphlet]     Does  this  pamphlet 

contain  that  statement  that  was  submitted  to  Mr.  Binney? 

A.  It  is  likely  it  does.    I  heard  it  read  over  that  night.    [The  witness 

^examines  the  printed  statement,  and  further  says,]  This  is  the  same 

^j|tatement  that  I  have  seen  before,  and  heard  read;  it  is  the  same  that 

|iey  have  published;  but  whether  it  is  the  same  statement  that  was  read 

p  the  asylum  company,  I  cannot  say  as  to  every  word.     I  have  not  ever 

leard  it  questioned. 

,  The  said  pamphlet  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hen- 
Arickson,  and  marked  by  me.  Exhibit  No.  41. 

Mr.  Price  objects  to  the  admissibility  of  the  pamphlet  as  evidence, 
on  account  of  its  being  an  ex  parte  matter. 

Q.  Did  not  a  large  proportion  of  the  managers  of  your  party  concur 
in  that  statement? 

A.  I  cannot  say  who  our  party  were,  among  the  managers,  unless  I 
had  the  list,  and  even  then  I  should  not  be  able  to  designate  them ;  but 
[  ny  impression  is,  that  there  was  not  one  that  was  then  considered  as 
i  uniting  with  those  I  call  Friends,  that  united  with  the  measures  that 
I  vere  then  taken  to  expel  the  two  Friends  spoken  of. 
■^  Counsel.  My  question  was,  whether  they  concurred  in  that  statement 
^  prepared  for  submission  to  Mr.  Binney? 

A.  I  cannot  say  any  thing  further  on  the  subject;  but  I  was  going  to 
idd,  that  from  the  conduct  that  appeared  in  the  meeting  of  the  asylum 
company  that  evening,  they  had  taken  a  ground  to  expel  all  from  the 
laeeting  of  the  contributors  who  were  similarly  situated  with  Charles 
'  Townsend  and  Joseph  Warner.  The  clerk  of  the  meeting  informed 
Be,  that  the  following  minute  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  witness  holds  in  his  hand  a  paper^  and  further  says:  I  was  in  the 
meeting  when  this  paper  was  laid  on  the  table;  but  I  have  this  from 
the  clerk,  and  it  will  show  what  were  the  attempts  they  made  to  expel 
toch  of  the  members  as  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  Sloan.    Any  information  the  witness  has  obtained  from  the  clerk, 
ind  which  is  not  within  his  own  knowledge,  is  clearly  inadmissible. 
The  witness  declines  reading  the  paper. 

Q.  Referring  the  witness  to  the  pamphlet  Exhibit  No.  41.    Is  the  con- 
VoL.  11^17 
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to  be  unfair  means  taken  to  increase  the  number  of  votes  taken  on  t1 
side.     A  proposition  was  made,  I  think,  by  Dr.  Joseph  Parrishf  that 
thing  might  be  amicably  settled  by  disinterested  arbitrators,  or 
thing  to  that  effect.     But  this  was  treated,  as  I  thought,  rather  in  aocMK' 
temptible  manner,  by  some  on  the  other  side,  who  stood  pretty  high' 
society;  and  something  was  said  about  an  appeal  to  the  law,  and  ad 
sion  of  the  Supreme  Court;  but  I  don't  recollect  particularly  what 
said.     And  after  the  attempt  that  was  made,  as  I  before  stated,  by  Tl 
mas  Evans,  to  call  over  the  names,  the  meeting,  in  the  midst  of  conh- 
sion,  and  the  clerk  discovering  that  nothing  could  be  done  with  anyd^, 
gree  of  order  or  decorum,  he  made  a  minute,  adjourning  the  meetn|t 
and,  I  suppose,  one-half  of  those  collected  then  withdrew,!  canHundi^ 
take  to  say,  and  left  the  others  to  take  their  own  course. 

Q.  Did  those  minutes  read  by  Daniel  B.  Smith,  state  the  cause  of  dif^ 
ficulty  which  had  arisen  in  the  meeting  of  the  contributors? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  the  words  of  the  minute  or  minutes  that  WCR 
recorded  on  the  book  of  the  board  of  managers,  but  I  am  pretty  certlii 
that  the  difficulty  arose  on  the  ground  that  I  have  mentioned  in  the  pit- 
ceding  answer.     I  don't  recollect  that  there  was  any  other  objectioo  to' 
the  proceedings  of  the  board  of  managers  for  that  year. 

Q.  Did  the  board  of  managers  make  any  minute,  or  propose  to  make 
any  minute,  to  expel  those  persons;  or  was  it  a  minute  declaring  thii 
those  persons  had  lost  their  right  to  seats  in  that  meeting,  in  come* 
quenceof  the  testimonies  of  disownment  which  had  been  issued  agaiut 
them,  by  the  terms  of  its  constitution? 

A.  As  I  said  before,  I  cannot  remember  the/orm  of  the  minute;  Int 
it  was  considered,  I  believe,  that  it  was  an  attempt  to  expel  them;  and 
for  which  they  had  taken  counsel  of  one  of  their  attornics  in  the  cityi 
from  their  own  statements  which  they  had  made  to  him,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Was  the  right  of  the  board  to  make  such  a  minute  afterwards, 
questioned  by  either  of  the  persons  to  whom  that  minute  alluded? 

A.  I  believe  the  right  of  the  board  was  questioned,  not  only  by  those 
persons,  but  by  Friends  generally,  to  expel  any  member  of  the  board,  is 
consequence  of  those  sham  disownments  to  which  I  have  alluded.  It  was 
taking  the  law  and  the  judgment  all  into  their  own  hands,  to  decide  on  a 
very  important  case,  for  which  we  have  now  spent  many  weeks  in  this 
place,  and  for  which  I  have  no  doubt  many  more  will  be  spent,  to  decide 
by  a  higher  tribunal  than  the  board  of  managers,  whether  those  sham 
disownments  were  valid  or.not.  When  I  used  the  terms,  I'^riends  gene- 
rally,  I  meant  on  our  side  of  the  question,  as  I  have  done  throughout  this 
examination. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  this  doubt  that  was  entertained  of  the  propriety 
of  this  minute,  and  of  the  right  of  these  members  to  retain  their  seats, 
was  not  a  statement  of  facts,  or  series  of  questions,  agreed  upon  by  ^ 
parties,  and  by  consent  submitted  to  Horace  Binney,  Esquire,  for  his 
opinion  on  the  subject? 

A.  I  remember  to  have  seen  some  statement  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  but  I  can't  undertake  to  say  what  they  were,  but  I  understood 
that  it  was  not  united  with  by  all  the  managers,  but  that  there  were  seve- 
ral, a  number,  I  think.  I  have  been  informed  live  or  six,  four  or  five, 
or  five  or  six,  that  were  opposed  to  it,  for  the  following  reasons,  if  you 
will  permit  me  to  read,  (taking  out  a  paper.) 

Counsel.  I  am  inquiring  into  facts,  and  do  not  ask  for  the  opinions  of 
the  managers. 
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Witness.  Well,  they  considered  it  an  exparie  thing. 
Q.  Who  were  these  managers  who  objected? 
\      A.  Charles  Townsend  and  Joseph  Warner  were  two,  and  I  think  Jona- 
^^ttsA  Thomas,' if  I  remember  right,  if  he  was  a  manager.     I  think  he 
p-^ni  a  manager  that  year,  for  I  think  I  remember  his  being  in  our  neigh- 
f^%cmrhood,  and  saying  something  about  it.    This  is  information  I  re- 
P^JBd▼ed  from  others.    Jonas  Preston,  I  think,  I  have  been  informed,  was 
^'^Qse  that  objected,  and  one  or  two  others  that  I  have  heard  of,  but  I  can- 
.  ?i|ot  remember  their^names.   I  knew  but  very  little  about  the  affairs  of  the 
aiylam,  as  I  was  never  present  but  at  that  one  meeting.    These  Friends, 
md  I  believe  Friends  generally,  believed  that  there  was  no  power  dele- 
gated by  the  constitution  to  the  board  of  managers,  authorizing  them 
to  decide  as  to  the  ri^ht  of  membership. 

Q.  Were  these  objections  made  by  the  persons  named  at  the  time  of 
preparing  this  statement  for  submission  to  Mr.  Binney? 

A.  I  apprehend  it  was  about  that  time,  and  that  it  was  done  while  the 
thing  was  under  discussion;  not  being  present,  I  cannot  speak  as  to  mat- 
ter of  fact 

Counsel.  [Handing  to  the  witness  a  pamphlet]  Does  this  pamphlet 
contain  that  statement  that  was  submitted  to  Mr.  Binney? 

A.  It  is  likely  it  does.  I  heard  it  read  over  that  night.  [The  witness 
'examines  the  printed  statement,  and  further  says,]  This  is  the  same 
statement  that  I  have  seen  before,  and  heard  read;  it  is  the  same  that 
tliey  have  published;  but  whether  it  is  the  same  statement  that  was  read 
in  the  asylum  company,  I  cannot  say  as  to  every  word.  I  have  not  ever 
heard  it  questioned. 

The  said  pamphlet  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hen- 
drickson,  and  marked  by  me.  Exhibit  No.  41. 

Mr.  Price  objects  to  the  admissibility  of  the  pamphlet  as  evidence, 
on  account  of  its  being  an  ex  parte  matter. 

Q.  Did  not  a  large  proportion  of  the  managers  of  your  party  concur 
in  that  statement? 

A.  I  cannot  say  who  our  party  were,  among  the  managers,  unless  I 
had  the  list,  and  even  then  I  should  not  be  able  to  designate  them ;  but 
ny  impression  is,  that  there  was  not  one  that  was  then  considered  as 
uniting  with  those  I  call  Friends,  that  united  with  the  measures  that 
were  then  taken  to  expel  the  two  Friends  spoken  of. 
Counsel.  My  question  was,  whether  they  concurred  in  that  statement 
I    prepared  for  submission  to  Mr.  Binney? 

A.  I  cannot  say  any  thing  further  on  the  subject ;  but  I  was  going  to 
idd,  that  from  the  conduct  that  appeared  in  the  meeting  of  the  asylum 
company  that  evening,  they  had  taken  a  ground  to  expel  all  from  the 
meeting  of  the  contributors  who  were  similarly  situated  with  Charles 
Townsend  and  Joseph  Warner.  The  clerk  of  the  meeting  informed 
me,  that  the  following  minute  was  laid  on  the  tabic. 

The  witness  holds  in  his  hand  a  paper,  and  further  says:  I  was  in  the 
meeting  when  this  paper  was  laid  on  the  table;  but  I  have  this  from 
the  clerk,  and  it  will  show  what  were  the  attempts  they  made  to  expel 
uch  of  the  members  as  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  Shan.    Any  information  the  witness  has  obtained  from  the  clerk, 
and  which  is  not  within  his  own  knowledge,  is  clearly  inadmissible. 
The  witness  declines  reading  the  paper. 

Q.  Referring  the  witness  to  the  pamphlet  Exhibit  No.  41.    Is  the  con- 
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stitution  of  the  contributors  of  the  asylum  for  the  relief  of  persons  d 
prived  of  their  reason,  on  page  16,  8cc.  of  this  pamphlet,  a  correct  cop 
of  the  constitution  of  the  said  asylum  company? 

A.  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  but  that  it  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  sai 
constitution. 

The  witness  compares  several  articles  with  another  copy  in  his  poi 
session,  repeats  his  belief  that  it  is  a  correct  copy,  except  the  mntl 
article,  which  appears  to  have  been  added  since  the  separation. 

Q.  As  the  construction  to  be  given  to  this  constitution  was  a  le^ 
question,  about  which  the  managers  had  differed  in  their  opinions,  dk 
not  that  portion  of  the  contributors  whom  you  call  Orthodox,  offer  tc 
refer  the  disputed  points  by  amicable  argreement,  to  the  judges  of  tlN 
Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  by  them  decided,  on 
a  proper  state  of  the  case,  as  the  best  mode  of  bringing  the  difficulty  to 
a  final  and  friendly  determination? 

A.  I  can  hardly  admit  that  Friends  did  generally  believe  it  to  be  i 
legal  question  to  be  decided  by  law,  whether  those  disownments  thai 
arose  out  of  a  separation  in  thcj  society,  and  where  about  one-fourth 
of  the  society  was  undertaking  to  disown  the  other  three-fourths,  should 
be  considered  valid  or  not.  Friends,  as  a  society,  had  always  had  i 
testimony  against  going  to  law,  where  it  could  be  avoided;  and,  there- 
fore, the  friendly  proposition  was  made  by  Dr.  Parrish,  and  advocated 
by  a  number  of  other  Friends,  I  think,  that  they  should  agree  to  leave 
it  to  impartial  arbitrators  to  be  settled  in  an  amicable  way,  as  I  ban 
before  stated.  But  the  other  party  strongly  urg^d  the  propriety  of  ill 
being  submitted  to  a  legal  tribunal,  as  it  is  called,  and  their  conduct  hii 
since,  I  think,  fully  evinced  that  they  have  maintained  that  doctrine,  by 
dragging  Friends  into  these  harassing,  perplexing,  and  protracted  law- 
suits, in  their  own  defence,  to  maintain  their  rights  and  privileges. 

Q.  Was,  or  was  not,  the  proposition  made  contained  in  the  last  ques- 
tion  ? 

Witness.  Please  to  read  the  question  again. 

The  question  is  again  read  to  the  witness. 

A.  There  was  a  proposition  made  at  that  time,  but  whether  in  the 
words  used  in  the  question,  I  wont  undertake  to  say.  It  was  a  propo- 
sition to  refer  it  to  the  Supreme  Court,  as  I  understood  it. 

Q.  Did  they  not  agree  to  the  proposition  made  to  refer  it;  and  naflW 
the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court,  as  the  persons  to  whom  it  should  be 
referred? 

A.  My  memory  will  not  serve  me  to  state  distinctly  what  was  said— 
but  I  remember  that  the  Supreme  Court  was  mentioned — and  it  may  to 
that  the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  were  named.  I  will  not  unde^ 
take  to  say  it  was  not  so — there  was  a  great  deal  said  on  both  sides— 
and  a  good  deal  of  warmth  manifested  by  some  individuals  on  both  sidef< 
And  I  think  our  Orthodox  Friends  have  stated  in  their  periodical  papcrii 
in  allusion  to  this  circumstance,  that  the  discussion  that  took  place  was 
not  very  edifying;  and  that  it  would  be  no  loss  to  posterity  if  it  shouM 
descend  into  oblivion;  and  well,  I  think,  they  might  say  so,  as  respected 
their  part  of  it.  , 

Q.  Was  any  objection  made,  on  the  part  of  those  whom  you  call  Or 
thodox,  to  referring  this  question,  by  amicable  agreement,  to  disinterest 
ed  persons;  and  was  not  all  the  difficulty  that  existed,  created  by  th 
difference  of  opinion,  as  to  who  should  compose  that  tribunal  ?  The  Oi 
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arty,  as  you  style  them,  insisting  that  the  judges  of  tlie  Supreme 
ire  the  most  suitable  persons  to  decide  the  question,  as  the  sta- 
ch  they  filled,  precluded  the  idea  that  they  had  any  feelings  of 

for  one  party  or  the  other;  and  the  opposite  side  objecting  to 
he  arbitrators  ? 

ave  stated  the  proposition  of  Dr.  Parrish,  for  an  amicable  ad- 
by  impartial  arbitrators,  and  the  objections  that  were  made  to 
is  also  admitted,  that  a  proposition  of  this  nature  was  stated  by 
>dox  party,  and  to  risfer  it  to  the  Supreme  Court,  or  judges  pf 
t-»but  I  apprehend  this  was  not  the  main  ground  of  the  diffi- 
:  occurred  in  that  meeting.  If  I  remember  right,  the  main  dif- 
s  in  deciding  whether  the  minutes  of  proceedings  of  the  board 
ers  should  be  approved  or  not — and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  that 
iuestion  upon  which  the  votes  of  the  company  were  attempted 
;n. 

your  party  refuse  to  refer  this  matter  to  the  judges  of  the  Su- 
mrt  ? 

link  those  who  spoke  to  it,  did  object  to  that  proceeding,  as  far 
ecollect. 
lat  were  the  objections  made  to  the  proposition  of  Dr.  Par- 

innot  undertake  to  recite  the  language  that  was  made  use  of-* 
ember  well  the  impression  it  made  on  my  mind  at  that  time— - 
hem  were  very  severe,  and  unbecoming  in  Friends  who  stood 
ociety.  I  remember  I  undertook  to  say  something  myself  on 
ject,  but  I  was  told  by  one  of  the  Orthodox  Friends  that  I  bad 
o  be  heard— no  right  to  speak.  ^ 

i  you  state  that  there  were  any  objections  made  by  the  Ortho- 
,  as  you  call  it,  to  a  proposition  for  terminating  this  difficulty 
cable  reference  ? 

.Te  was  no  proposition  of  that  kind  made,  but  which  included 
e  to  the  Supreme  Court,  or  that  brought  forward  by  Dr.  Par- 
is the  discipline,  on  the  subject  of  appeals,  guaranty  to  an 
the  right  of  objecting  to  any  person  appointed  to  bear  his  ap- 
tness refers  himself  to  the  discipline  exhibited,  and  after  ex- 
.tf  answers:  I  don't  know  that  there  is  any  express  letter  of 

in  the  case,  but  it  has  been  a  common  practice,  both  in  the 

and  Yearly  Meetings. 

s  not  the  proposition  from  Philadelphia  Quarter  to  the  Yearly 
n  1827,  to  settle  this  right  by  a  {specific  rule  of  discipline  on 
t? 

is  not  at  that  Quai'terly  Meeting  when  the  proposition  came 
•neither  do  I  remember  the  language  of  the  proposition  that 
;;ht  forward  to  the  Yearly  Meeting ;  but  as  that  privilege  had 
ted  to  individuals,  as  long  as  I  can  remember,  attending  Quar- 
Yearly  Meetings,  the  impression  I  received  from  the  proposi- 
liladelphia  Quarter,  and  I  believe  it  was  the  impression  that 
encrally  had,  was,  that  that  Quarterly  Meeting  had  in  view  to 
privilege  curtailed,  or  done  away. 

Second-day  evening  of  Yearly  Meeting  week,  in  1827,  was  tjiere 
ierence  among  some  of  your  party,  as  to  the  course  you  should 
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pursue,  and  was  it  not  then  concluded,  that  John  Comly  should  pro- 
pose an  indefinite  adjournment  of  the  meeting,  on  the  following  morn- 
ing? 

A.  There  was  no  such  conference,  to  my  knowledge;  if  there  was,  I 
knew  nothing  of  it — neither  did  I  ever  hear  or  think  of  such  a  thing, 
until  I  heard  John  Comly  make  a  proposition  of  that  nature  in  the  Teariy 
Meeting. 

Q.  After  he  made  that  proposition,  and  it  had  been  some  time  under 
discussion,  did  he  not  declare  in  the  meeting,  that  it  was  evident  the 
meeting  was  not  prepared  to  adopt  such  a  measure,  and  that  he  was  will- 
ing to  continue  to  act  as  assistant  clerk,  and  that  the  meeting  shooU 
proceed  in  its  business, or  words  to  that  effect?  t 

A.  I  cannot  remember  as  to  the  first  part  of  the  question,  what  he 
might  have  said.  I  wont  undertake  to  say  in  regard  to  the  meetingsot 
being  prepared*— but  I  remember  his  submitting  with  some  reluctiBCC} 
at  the  request  of  some  of  his  friends,  and  perhaps  some  of  the  Orthodoi 
party  also,  to  remain  at  the  table  as  assistant  clerk.  And  I  will  not 
take  this  opportunity  of  correcting  a  little  error,  I  think,  that  I  com- 
mitted in  my  testimony  in  chief.  I  was  then  under  the  impression,  vA 
believe  stated,  that  he  did  not  take  his  seat  at  the  table,  until  after  he 
had  made  the  proposition  for  an  adjournment — but  I  believe  he  took 
his  seat  at  the  table,  by  the  side  of  the  clerk,  when  he  first  came  into  the 
meeting. 

Q.  Was  not  the  subject  brought  up  from  the  southern  Quarter  to  that 
meeting,  dismissed  at  the  suggestion  of  Robert  Moore,  a  member  oi 
that  Quarter? 

A.  Wfien  that  subject  was  brought  before  the  Yearly  Meedng,  itwii 
drawing  towards  the  close  of  the  week;  and  by  that  time  it  was  very 
evident  that  the  Yearly  Meeting  was  not  in  a  qualified  state  to  act  upon 
any  important  subject;  and  therefore  that  subject,  as  well  as  two  othcri 
that  came  up  from  Bucks  and  Abington  Quarters,  were  dismissed,  with- 
out being  urged  much  by  Friends.  I  have  not  a  clear  recollection,  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  Robert  Moore  did  say  something  about  that  subject 
from  the  southern  Quarter.  I  think,  however,  that  Joseph  Turner 
another  member  of  that  Quarter,  expressed  his  dissatisfaction  that  their 
grievances  were  not  like  to  be  heard,  nor  any  redress  afforded  them. 

Q.  Was  not  that  after  it  was  concluded  to  dismiss  the  subject? 

A.  I  think  it  is  likely  it  was;  but  I  have  not  a  clear  recollection  of  it- 

Q.  Did  not  John  Comly  and  Robert  Moore  request  him  not  to  urge 
the  subject,  nor  to  enter  into  particulars  when  he  proposed  doing  so? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  any  reply  that  either  Robert  Moore  or  John  Comlf 
made  to  him;  but  I  think  Samuel  Bettle  interrupted  him  while  hcwii 
speaking,  and  stopped  him  from  going  on  with  the  explanation  he  wai 
going  to  make,  if  my  memory  serves  me  right. 

Q.  Were  not  the  subjects  that  came  up  from  Bucks  and  Abington 
dismissed  at  the  instance  of  John  Comly? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  who  spoke  first  on  the  subject:  Johft 
Comly  was  sensible  of  the  state  the  Yearly  Meeting  was  in,  and  IciB 
state  what  I  have  frequently  heard  John  Comly  say — that  Samuel  Bettle 
first  suggested  to  him  the  propriety  of  having  these  subjects  dismissed) 
»— all  these  subjects  that  came  up  in  the  reports*— and  wished  John  Comlf 
to  use  his  influence  with  his  friends  to  have  those  subjects  from  Bucks 
and  Abington  Quarters  dismissed;  and  he,  Samuel  Bettle,  would  use  his 
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with  his  friends  to  have  that  subject  passed  over  that  was 
jp  from  Philadelphia  Quarter;  which  subjects,  it  was  appre- 
nrould  produce  a  great  deal  of  excitement  in  the  Yearly  ]VIeet- 
which  Samuel  Bettle  feared  the  consequence  of:  But  how  far 
enced  John  Comly  to  favour  the  putting  off  those  subjectSi  I 

is  it  not  previously  understood  among  the  active  members  of 
ty,  that  Robert  Moore  should  make  one  of  these  propositions^ 
Comly  the  other? 

new  of  no  such  understanding,  nor  I  don't  recollect  to  have 
any  such  thing,  previous  to  its  being  opened  in  the  meeting, 
e  Joseph  Turner  and  Robert  Moore  members  of  the  society  of 
u  are  a  member,  and  which  you  call  the  Society  of  Friends? 

8. 

ve  they  been  so  ever  since  the  separation? 

s;  they  have  always  been  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends 

new  them:  Robert  Moore  had  not  a  birthright,  I  believe. 

it  not  consistentvwith  the  usages  of  the  society,  as  well  as  the 

uperior  meetings,  to  appoint  committees  to  visit  inferior  meet- 

Lheir  strength  and  assistance? 

s ;  it  is  the  privilege  that  superior  meetings  have,  and  it  has 

uently  exercised,  when  it  has  been  thought  that  such  a  visit  has 

ful  and  salutary,  and  when  it  could  be  gone  into  in  unity  and 

:  but  without  these  qualifications,  I  have  never  known  an  instance 

LC  until  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827. 

med  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

isday  morning,  March  2nd,  at  10  o'clock.     Cross-examination 
ay  Jackson  continued.     Present  the  same  as  yesterday. 
on  by  Mr.  Sloan.  Until  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  have  you 
wn  an  instance  in  which  strong  opposition  was  made  to  the  ap- 
it  of  a  Yearly  Meeting's  committee? 

»;  I  don't  recollect  that  there  was  ever  but  one  committee  ap- 
by  the  Yearly  Meeting  to  visit  the  subordinate  meetings  gene- 
ten  I  was  present:  that  was  perhaps  seven  or  eight  years  before; 
I  believe,  was  done  in  the  unity:  I  don't  recollect  any  opposition 
do  remember  another  committee,  and  perhaps  two,  when  I  was 
ttending  the  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meetings,  where  I  was  a 
;  and  there  have  frequently  been  committees  appointed  in  the 
y  Meetings  to  visit  the  Monthly  Meetings;  but  as  far  as  I  re- 
t  has  always  been  in  the  unity,  and  by  general  consent. 
n  I  to  understand  that  these  committees  spoken  of,  are  the  only 
have  been  appointed  within  your  recollection,  or  that  they  were 
two  that  were  appointed  when  you  were  present  at  the  Yearly 
? 

ley  seem  to  be  the  only  two  that  I  have  a  distinct  recollection 
present  at  the  time  when  they  were  appointed.  I  think  there 
•mmittee  appointed  a  good  many  years  before,  to  visit  the  sub- 
meetings  ;  and  perhaps  to  rather  enforce  the  recommendation 
early  Meeting  on  the  support  of  our  testimony  against  the  un- 
y  use  of  spirituous  liquors:  and  perhaps  some  other  things  were 
ended  that  I  don't  now  recollect :  but  I  cannot  remember  the 
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lime,  nor  have  I  a  distinct  recollection  of  being  present  at  the  Yearly 
Meeting:  I  was  two  years  absent,  living  in  the  state  of  New  York. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  matter  of  general  repute  and  understanding  in  the  so- 
ciety)  that  these  committees  have  been  frequently  appointed  by  the  Yearly 
Meetings  of  the  society? 

A.  I  think  it  has  not  very  frequently  occurred  in  the  Yearly  Meetings, 
but  it  has  been*  done  in  various  instances,  when  concerns  of  thatkiod 
have  been  opened  and  united  with  by  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  What  reasons  were  assigned  in  1827  against  the  appointment  of 
the  Yearly  Meeting's  committee,  and  for  what  cause  was  that  appoint- 
ment not  united  in? 

A.  I  have  stated  in  my  testimony  in  chief,  that  it  was  introduced  from 
the  women's  meeting,  and  that  it  was  very  evident  to  the  Yearly  Meeting 
at  large,  from  what  had  taken  place  in  the  previous  meeting  of  ministers 
and  elders,  and  from  the  general  state  of  society,  that  it  was  evidendj 
of  a  party  character,  and  that  instead  of  healing  the  breaches  that  were 
already  made  in  the  society,  it  would  have  the  effect  to  make  them  wider, 
and  produce  discord  and  confusion;  which  apprehension  was  abundantly 
verified  by  the  fruits  that  were  brought  forth  from  the  labours  of  thit 
committee.  I  think  these  were  the  material  reasons  that  were  offered, 
in  objecting  to  their  appointment,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  these  reasons  were  assigned  at  the  time,  io 
the  meeting,  against  this  appointment? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  the  particular  sentiments  that  were  offered;  but 
1  am  satisfied  that  these  reasons  were  offered  by  many  Friends:  and 
there  was  a  great  disapprobation  expressed  in  the  meeting  to  thatai»- 
pointment. 

Q.  Did  that  opposition  exist  at  the  time  of  the  appointment  of  the 
committee,  or  had  it  ceased  before  the  appointment  was  finally  made? 

A.  It  existed  for  a  long  time:  and  as  long  perhaps  as  it  was  thoaght 
it  would  have  any  avail:  but  Samuel  Betlle  being  at  the  table,  and  acting 
as  the  organ  of  the  meeting,  announced  his  intention  to  make  a  minute 
to  appoint  such  a  committee.  I  think  there  was  still  some  opposition 
made,  after  that:  but  Friends  seeing  that  they  were  determined  to  carry 
their  views  into  operation,  they  finally  desisted,  and  let  them  take  their 
own  course ;  and  name  their  committee  of  their  own  kind,  which  they 
did;  but  not  by  any  means  as  a  mark  of  unity  with  it.  No  Friend  that 
I  have  knowledge  of.  expressed  their  approbation  of  the  measure,  or  , 
named  any  person  for  the  committee,  as  far  as  my  recollection  now  serret 
me. 

Q.  Was  there  any  objection  made  to  the  appointment  of  any  person 
named  on  that  committee,  or,  was  any  one  proposed  to  be  placed  upoft   ■ 
it,  rejected? 

A.  I  stated  before,  no  Friend  mentioned  any  name,  and  of  course  a»    J 
they  could  have  nothing  to  do  with  it,  they  objected  to  none,  as  I  remcB" 
ber,  that  were  named.  A  large  portion  of  that  committee,  I  think,  were    ; 
the  same  names  that  were  appointed  in  the  meeting  of  ministers  and 
elders,  thus  constituted  in  their  double  capacity  to  enforce  their  party 
measures,  so  far  as  they  had  infiuence  on  the  subordinate  meetings.  Bat 
as  Friends  had  no  unity  with  the  appointment,  cither  in  the  meeting  of 
ministers  and  elders,  or  in  the  general  Yearly  Meeting,  they  could  not 
be  recognised  by  Friends,  in  many  of  the  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meet* 
ings. 
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•  You  have  said  that  this  measure  originated  in  the  women's  meet- 
had  you  ever  before  known  the  originating  of  a  measure  in  the  wo- 
*s  meeting  assigned  as  a  cause,  why  it  should  not  be  united  with  by 
men's  meeting? 

.  I  don't  remember  a  circumstance  of  the  kind  ever  before  coming 
i  the  women's  to  the  men's  meeting.  But  I  don't  assign  that  as  the 
le  why  it  could  not  be  united  with;  I  mentioned  it,  as  a  circumstance. 
»prehend  the  same  causes  would  have  operated,  and  the  same  objec- 
A  been  made,  if  it  had  originated  and  been  first  opened  in  the  men's 
sting. 

t*  By  whom  was  the  opposition  to  this  appointment  made? 
u  I  can't  undertake  to  give  the  names;  but  it  was  by  a  large  portion 
he  meeting,  and  much  the  largest  portion;  there  seemed  to  be  a  gene- 
burst  of  disapprobation. 

I.  Was  the  opposition  entirely  confined  to  that  portion  of  the  society 
Q(ni*you  call  Friends,  and  who,  since  the  separation,  are  in  unity  with 
Yearly  Meeting  held  at  Green  street? 

L  I  think  it  was  not  entirely  so  in  iht  first  instance.  If  my  recoUec- 
II  serves  me,  I  think  John  Cox  made  some  opposition  to  it,  and  ex- 
ssed  his  doubts  about  the  Yearly  Meeting  being  in  a  qualified  state 
go  into  such  a  weighty  matter ;  and  I  think  Jonathan  Evans  first  ex- 
used  some  sentiments  of  a  similar  nature:  and  I  think  there  were  a 
r others,  perhaps ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  who  they  were  now:  but  whe- 
IT  this  was  policy  in  them  or  not,  I  must  leave,  to  prepare  the  way  for 
m  to  carry  their  own  views  in  the  end.  Jonathan  afterwards  united 
!h  the  measure,  and  urged  it,  but  I  do  not  recollect  that  John  Cox  did 
^ress  any  unity  with  it:  and  my  impression  at  the  time  was,  that  it 
s  a  painful  circumstance  to  him,  as  being  a  man  who  was  disposed  to 
eserve  harmony  and  peace  as  far  as  his  influence  extended,  in  my  ap- 
ehension. 

().  You  have  said  that  Samuel  Bettle  announced  his  intention  of  mak- 
\  such  a  minute;  did  he  he  not  then  state  to  the  meeting,  that  he  had 
first  entertained  some  doubts  on  the  subject,  but  that  they  had  been 
aoved  by  the  eventual  unity  of  sentiment  which  appeared  to  exist  upon 
I  ittbject,  and  that  he  should  therefore  prepare  the  minute? 
A«  Yes.  I  think  he  expressed  something  of  that  kind;  I  don't  remem- 
t  aactly  his  words*     But  I  think  that  was  what  first  raised  the  im- 
ttiion  on  my  mind,  that  they  had  rather  been  acting'in  concert  in  a 
Udcal  way,  to  give  it  a  better  colouring;  for  if  he  liad  drawn  his  con- 
itions  of  unity  in  the  meeting  from  the  expression  that  was  made,  he 
kU  only  have  had  his  views  directed  to  his  own  party. 
Q«  After  he  had  thus  expressed  himself,  was  any  opposition  made  to 
sentry  of  the  minute? 
A.  I  have  stated  that  before,  in  a  previous  answer:  I  think  there  was 

5>iition  made. 
*  Whose  duty  is  it,  in  meetings  for  discipline  of  the  society,  to  ga- 
tr  the  sense  of  the  meeting,  on  any  subject  brought  before  it? 
A.  It  is  generally  considered  the  duty  of  the  clerk,  to  collect  what 
(Kars  to  be  the  prevailing  sense  of  the  meeting.  And  so  far  as  I  have 
id  experience  in  that  capacity  in  some  other  departments,  I  have  always 
lod  It  my  duty  to  record  what  appeared  to  be  the  prevailing  sense, 
Bm  the  general  expression  of  sentiment,  without  any  regard  to  my  own 
^icular  views  on  the  subject.     But  there  is  a  great  difTcrcncc  in  re- 
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gard  to  the  decision  of  subjects  in  this  way,  between  a  new  matter  tli 
is  brought  before  a  meeting,  and  between  the  ordinary  occurrences  ai 
circumstances  that  unavoidably  come  under  the  notice  of  meetings 
discipline,  and  are  really  necessary  to  be  acted  upon^  such  as  dealing  wii 
ofifenders,  and  granting  certificates,  and  considering  the  concerns  ( 
Friends  who  are  going  on  religious  visits  and  other  ordinary  circun 
stances  of  that  nature;  but  when  any  new  matter  is  opened  to  a  meetiii( 
such  as  considering  the  alteration  of  some  rule  of  discipline,  or  suchi 
appointing  a  committee,  as  in  the  case  of  which  we  are  now  speakiog 
unless  the  meeting  could  come  to  a  conclusion  in  a  good  degree  of  hir 
mony  to  unite  in  the  measure,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  clerk  to  dii 
miss  it  without  being  further  acted  upon. 

Q.  Had  Samuel  Bettle  been  clerk  of  that  meeting  for  many  years? 

A.  Yes;  he  had  acted  for  some  nine  or  ten  years,  eight  or  ten  perhapij 
I  don't  remember  as  to  that. 

Q.  You  say,  that  the  declarations  made  by  him  at  the  time  of  makifl| 
the  minute,  first  induced  you  to  believe  that  he  had  been  acting  in  coi- 
cert  with  the  other  persons  alluded  to;  had  you  ever  before,  in  h'ls  ad* 
ministering  the  duties  of  that  office,  suspected  him  of  such  duplicity? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  any  circumstance  had  ever  before  occurred,  thit 
would  afford  ground  for  a  suspicion  of  that  kind.  There  was  a  good 
deal  of  dissatisfaction  expressed  with  his  conduct  on  one  particular  oc- 
casion previous  to  that,  in  the  spring  of  1823,  when  those  extrtcti, 
which  were,  in  general,  called  the  creed,  were  introduced  by  the  Meet- 
ing for  Sufferings,  and  disposed  of  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  as  I  have 
heretofore  stated,  there  was  a  good  deal  of  dissatisfaction  expressed 
then  among  some  Friends,  perhaps  more  out  of  the  meeting  than  in  the 
meeting,  with  the  kind  of  minute  he  had  made  on  that  occasion.  Bal 
on  this  occasion  there  was  every  reason  to  suspect  there  was  deiign  in 
pursuing  that  measure,  from  the  part  he  had  taken,  and  strongly  urgcdi 
in  the  appointment  of  a  committee  in  the  meeting  of  ministers  and 
elders. 

Q.  You  have  said,  that  this  was  evidently  a  party  measure;  of  wbil 
party  do  you  speak? 

A.  I  speak  of  the  Orthodox  party,  to  be  sure,  as  they  were  the  per- 
sons who  urged  it,  and  carried  it  into  operation  over  the  heads  of  tbeii 
brethren :  and  I  consider  it  against  the  peace  and  harmony  of  the  church. 

Q.  Do  you  style  them  a  party,  from  their  unity  of  sentiment  and  hir 
mony  of  action,  in  the  different  meetings  for  discipline? 

A.  I  think  they  might  justly  be  styled  so,  from  their  general  conductj 
for  several  years  previous  to  that  time:  and  perhaps  they  might  justlf 
assume  the  name  of  a  party  from  the  time  of  that  combination  of  elden 
of  Philadelphia,  who  pursued  measures  contrary  to  the  general  views  oi 
the  society  at  large. 

Q.  During  that  week,  and  before  the  appointment  of  a  committee,  had 
there  not  been  held  one  or  more  meetings  for  conference,  by  a  portiv 
of  the  society,  in  the  intervals  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  between  iti 
sittings? 

A.  Yes.  I  have  given  a  full  account  of  that  in  my  testimony  in  chid 
I  think,  and  the  causes  that  operated  on  a  large  portion  of  the  society  t 
hold  those  meetings  of  conference,  which  I  need  not  again  go  over. 

Q.  Were  the  members  of  Philadelphia  Yearly  Meeting  indiscriminate 
ly  invited  to  attend  those  meetings? 
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A.  I  cannot  say  how  extensive  the  invitation  was$  they  were  not  kept 
aecret«  nor  held  in  secret:  but  it  is  not  very  likely  that  those  who  were 
lown  to  be  warm  partisans  on  the  Orthodox  side,  were  invited.  I  did 
Lvite  one,  or  two,  or  three,  myself,  who  did  not  incline  to  go:  one  of 
lem  particularly,  who  has  become  a  pretty  thorough-going  Orthodox, 
>ld  me  then,  he  did  not  think  he  had  any  thing  to  do  with  it;  but  he 
id  not  wish  to  discourage  others  from  going. 

Q.  Was  any  notice  whatever  given  in  the  regular  sittings  of  the  Year- 
f  Meeting,  that  it  was  intended  to  hold  these  meetings? 

A.  No.  There  was  no  public  notice  of  that  kind  given,  to  my  recol- 
ccdon. 

Q.  Those  meetings  then  were  convened  upon  private  invitations  given 
)f  those  who  originated  them  to  such  persons  as  they  thought  proper 
to  ask? 

A.  I  suppose  that  was  the  way  in  which  the  information  was  spread: 
u  Friends  felt  a  freedom  in  their  own  minds  to  mention  it  to  their 
Hends.  The  first  one  that  was  held,  I  think,  I  have  stated,  was  on 
Pourth'day  evening,  when  perhaps  fifteen  or  twenty  Friends  attended^ 
the  next  one.  On  Fifth-day  evening,  was  increased  to  quite  a  large  num- 
ber, I  think,  I  can  safely  say,  to  perhaps  two  hundred:  the  next  one  was 
■till  increased  to  a  large  number,  on  Sixth-day  evening;  and  on  Seventh- 
dav,  after  the  Yearly  Meeting  closed,  I  should  suppose  there  were  more 
than  five  hundred,  by  the  appearance  in  Green  street  meeting  house.  I 
did  not  hear  of  any  person  being  deprived  the  privilege,  that  I  recollectt 
of  fitting  in  those  conferences. 

Q.  Who  were  present  at  the  first  meeting  spoken  of  on  Fourth-day 
evening  ?  X 

A.  Welly  I  don't  think  I  could  name  one  half  of  them.  I  have  been 
trjing  to  recollect,  but  it  seems  to  be  gone  from  me.  I  know  I  was 
there  myself:  Dr.  Gibbons  from  Wilmington,  Joseph  Churchman,  I 
think,  Joseph  Foulke,  John  Watson,  perhaps,  of  Buckingham,  Jesse 
Ceneyi  it  seems  to  me  Isaac  Parry  was  there;  Doctor  Shoemaker,  and 
there  was  a  number  of  others  that  I  won't  undertake  to  name;  for,  I 
bight  name  some  who  were  at  the  next  conferences,  but  not  at  the  first 
>k;  I  think  its  likely  John  Comly  was  there,  but  I  have  not  a  distinct 
^collection  of  his  being  with  us  that  evening ;  I  think  Abraham  Lower 
*u  there:  I  believe  he  was  there;  and  I  think  Doctor  Robert  Moore  was 
there.  Isaac  T.  Hopper,  it  is  probable,  but  I  don't  have  a  distinct  recol- 
lection; I  am  rather  inclined  to  think  that  Samuel  Comfort  was  there, 
htthat  seems  to  be  not  clear  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Was  Benjamin  Webb  at  that,  or  either  of  the  other  conferences? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  his  being  at  either  of  them,  or  at  the 
'early  Meeting  that  year.  He  might  have  been  there,  but  I  don't  re- 
collect it. 

Q.  Was  not  the  ostensible  object  of  that  meeting  to  confer  together, 
nd  decide  upon  your  course,  in  opposition  to  the  views  of  those  in  the 
fearly  Meeting,  whom  you  style  the  Orthodox  party? 

A.  I  think  I  have  in  my  testimony  in  chief,  pretty  fully  explained  the 
Hotives  and  views,  that  a  large  portion  of  the  society  then  had,  in  order 
>  consider  what  steps  would  be  best  to  take  to  restore  harmony  and 
niiy  in  the  church;  and  as  this  examination  is  now  like  to  assume  the 
haracter  of  a  book,  I  don't  wish  to  burthen  the  reader  with  unnecessa- 
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ry  repetition,  and  would  be  glad  to  refer  to  that  part  of  my  testimony  io 
chief. 

Q.  I  am  not  inquiring;  after  the  general  views  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  society;  I  am  asking  of  you  the  particular  object,  for  which  those 
persons  were  convened  at  that  time?  ' 

A.  Well,  it  was  not  merely  on  the  ground  of  opposition  to  what  wu 
called  the  Orthodox  party ;  but  from  a  real  and  sincere  desire  to  coosi- 
der  what  means  would  be  best,  under  the  direction  of  best  wisdom,  to 
pursue,  in  order  to  restore  peace  and  harmony  in  the  society;  and  for 
that  reason,  a  few  Friends  were  named  to  prepare  an  address,  in  order 
to  be  considered  on  the  next  evening.  I  was  one  of  that  number  so 
named. 

Q.  Was  it  not  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  together,  and  adoptiag 
such  measures  as  might  be  thought  most  expedient  to  produce  a  conceit 
of  action  among  those  who  entertained  views  similar  to  your  own,  that 
you  were  thus  convened? 

A.  The  object  was  to  express  our  views  to  the  members  of  oif 
Yearly  Meeting  generally;  which  were  expressed  through  the  medinn 
of  that  address;  and  the  result  of  that  address,  and  the  effect  it  had  oa 
society  at  large,  did  produce  a  concert  of  action,  and  a  unity  of  aesd* 
ment,  which  resulted  in  the  reorganization  of  the  Yearly  Meetingi  I 
trust,  on  its  ancient  and  harmonious  principles.  I  cannot  say  whit  the 
views  of  Friends  generally  were;  but  I  can  have  no  doubt  that  it  wis 
expected  that  it  would  produce  a  concert  of  action  among  those  who 
united  with  the  views  that  were  held  up  in  that  address. 

Q.  Had  an  essay  towards  that  address  been  made  before  you  metthst 
evening? 

Witness.  On  Fourth-day  evening? 

Counsel.  Yes — all  my  (juestions  relate  to  that  evening. 

Witness.  Xo,  there  was  no  such  address  prepared,  that  I  had  any 
knowledge  of,  till  after  we  had  been  together  that  evening. 

Q.  Was  it  prepared  during  that  evening,  whilst  you  were  together? 

A.  I  have  stated  that  there  were  a  few  Friends  appointed  that  evea- 
ing,  to  prepare  something  by  way  of  address,  who  agreed  to  meet  the 
next  morning;  and  the  essay  that  was  produced  to  that  committee  m 
the  morning,  must  have  been  written  after  ten  o'clock  the  nigbt  pie- 
vious,  and  between  that  and  the  time  we  met  next  morning. 

Q.  Was  it  prepared  by  the  committee  jointly,  or  by  one  of  its  mem- 
bers? 

A.  It  was  prepared  by  one  individual;  and  I  think  there  was  no  pc^ 
son  that  assisted  him  in  it,  that  I  know  of.  It  was  laid  before  the  com* 
mittee  when  they  met  in  the  morning,  and  was  examined,  revised,  ari 
some  alterations  made,  it  is  likely,  and  it  was  produced  the  next  eveniag 
at  Green  street  meeting  house,  and  read,  as  has  been  before  stated. 

Q.  By  whom  was  it  prepared? 

^  A.  I  don't  know  whether  it  is  proper  to  mention  the  name  of  aniwB" 
vidual  who  prepared  such  an  essay.  I  think  it  sufficient  to  say  that  it 
was  revised  and  adopted  by  the  committee  who  were  named  for  the 
purpose. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  were  one  of  the  committee,— can  yos 
name  the  others? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  can  recollect  to  name  them  all:  Dr.  Gibbons  wis 
one — Joseph  Churchman — 1  think  Joseph  Foulkc,  if  1  remember  right 
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-perhaps  John  Watson,  of  Buckingham — ^my self— Jesse  Kersey*  •  I 
iiinky  vas  with  us.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  other.  I  tliink  there 
rere  five  or  six.  Abraham  Lower  might  have  been,  but  I  have  not  a 
istinct  recollection  whether  he  was  on  the  nomination  or  not. 

Q.  In  the  meeting  at  which  this  committee  were  appointed,  were  any 
nstructions  given  to  the  committee  for  the  preparation  of  that  address? 

A.  The  circumstance  of  what  took  place  in  that  conference,  seems 

0  be  very  much  gone  from  me,  as  to  particulars;  but  the  general  state 
if  the  society  having  been  in  some  measure  taken  into  view,  and  the  divi- 
lions  and  difficulties  that  existed  in  the  meetings  of  discipline,  and  the 
inited  sentiment,  I  suppose,  of  those  that  were  then  met,  was,  that  it 
iru  necessary  something  should  be  done,  and  if  any  particular  instruc- 
tions were  given  to  this  committee,  it  must  have  been  to  prepare  some- 
thing consistent  with  the  views  that  were  expressed  in  that  conference. 

Q.  Had  it  been  understood  that  the  address  should  contain  a  proposi- 
tioD,  that  those  who  united  with  them  in  their  views,  should  withdraw 
themselves  from  the  meetings  of  those  whom  you  style  the  Orthodox 
party? 

A.  I  don't  remember  what  was  expressed  particularly  on  that  point; 
but  I  have  very  little  doubt  but  Friends  by  that  time  were  pretty  fully 
sttitfied  in  their  own  minds,  that  there  was  no  other  way  to  restore 
peace  and  harmony,  than  by  separating  or  withdrawing  from  those  who 
had  been  the  instruments  in  producing,  and  seemed  by  their  conduct  dis- 
posed to  continue,  those  disorders  in  the  church,  by  assuming  the  right 
to  rule  over  their  brethren. 

-  Q.  Was  the  discussion  of  which  you  speak,  and  the  appointment  of 
that  committee,  the  only  business  that  was  done  at  that  meeting? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  other  business  being  done;  and  I  believe 
that  that  was  all  that  was  done  at  that  first  conference. 

Q.  What  was  done  at  the  next  two  meetings,  on  Fifth  and  Sixth-day 
erenings? 

A.  The  next  meeting,  that  is,  on  I'ifth-day  evening,  when  Friends 
Brat  met,  there  was  a  time  of  silence  for  some  time^ — it  appeared  to  be  a 
very  solemn  time.  Joseph  Foulkc,  I  think,  appeared  in  supplication. 
After  some  time,  the  object  of  the  meeting,  perhaps,  was  opened  by 
>ome  Friend— I  don't  recollect  who.  There  were  a  number  of  Friends 
Bpressed  their  views,  in  unison  with  the  object  that  was  held  up  to 
view. 

[noon.] 

John  Comly,  I  recollect,  was  behind  that  company  in  gathering,  that 
Kveiing.     After  he  came  in,  he  informed  the  meeting,  that  he  had  been 

1  close  conversation  with  his  friend  Samuel  Bettle,  on  the  subject  of  the 
difficulties  that  then  agitated  the  society;  and  that  Samuel  had  acknow- 
cdged  to  him  that  he  could  not  see  any  thing  better  than  that  there 
iboald  be  a  separation,  or  words  to  that  effect,  and  said  a  good  deal 
iU)re  on  the  subject  of  their  conversation,  which  I  cannot  now  recollect. 
Fhe  address  that  had  been  prepared,  was  then  introduced  and  read  to 
Ae  meeting,  and  the  evening  was  spent  in  the  consideration  of  it.  I 
^nk  it  was  afterwards  read  by  paragraphs,  and  perhaps  some  altera- 
A^ns  made,  or  proposed  to  be  made.  Friends  appeared  to  be  very  much 
^ted  in  the  general  view  that  was  held  up  in  that  address.  I  cannot 
'^lect  all  the  particulars  that  took  place;  but  after  the  evening  being 
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■pent  in  the  consideration  of  it,  it  was  agreed  to  adjourn  until  the  not 
evening. 

According  to  agreement,  there  was  a  meeting  on  Sixth-day  eveniogi 
when  perhaps  more  than  double  the  number  attended — I  should  judge 
so  from  the  appearance.  The  address  was  again  read — Friends  appeared 
to  be  very  deliberate  in  their  consideration  of  it — seemed  verydesirosi 
to  weigh  the  subject  fully  in  their  own  minds,  and  the  evening  passed 
away.  I  do  not  recollect  particularly  what  passed  that  evening,  mora 
than  that  Friends  concluded  it  would  be  best  to  hold  another  meedng 
after  the  rise  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  to  agree  upon  how  thataddreu 
should  be  signed.  Perhaps  it  was  that  evening  there  was  a  proposidoi 
made  to  appoint  a  committee  to  visit  Friends,  as  way  might  open,  ia 
different  parts  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  to  confer  with  them  oo  the 
subject  of  their  difficulties.  [Sec  correction  at  the  close  of  the  croii- 
examination.]  The  meeting  then  adjourned  to  meet  at  the  rise  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting  the  next  day;  when,  from  the  appearance  of  the  busincii 
before  the  Yearly  Meeting,  it  was  expected  the  meeting  would  conclude 
with  a  short  sitting  on  Seventh-day  morning. 

Q.  Was  the  mentioning  of  the  conversation  with  Samuel  Bettlebf 
John  Comly^  the  first  time  that  the  idea  of  a  separation  had  been  nei- 
tioned  in  those  meetings  ? 

A.  I  have  fully  stated  that  before»-*that  that  subject  had  been  propoied 
in  the  previous  conference  held  on  Fourth-day  evening,  or  I  meant  to 
have  80  stated*— but  I  believe  it  was  not  the  first  conversation  that  pisied 
between  John  Comly  and  Samuel  Bettle  on  the  subject.  Samuel  fietde 
was  a  man  of  penetration  enough  to  foresee  that  a  separation  must  sad 
would  take  place,  if  himself  and  his  party  pursued  the  measures  that  they 
had  been  active  in^  for  several  years  previous  to  that  period;  and  it  hid 
been  announced  by  some  of  the  Orthodox  party,  that  there  must  be  i 
separation,  as  was  by  Thomas  Wistar  in  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meet- 
ing, as  I  have  before  stated — and  I  think  the  first  intimation  1  had  of 
such  •«  sentiment  being  offered,  was  said* to  have  come  from  Josepk 
Whitall.  I  was  told  this  by  some  Friends;  it  was  common  reputCi 
when  I  was  down  at  the  southern  Quarter,  in  the  winter  of  1836. 

Q.  Was  not  the  committee,  of  which  you  have  spoken,  appointed  it 
the  suggestion  of  John  Comly,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  down  thii 
address  into  the  families  of  Friends,  and  explaining  the  necessity  tid  ; 
propriety  of  the  measures  it  proposed? 

A.  I  have  not  a  distinct  recollection  that  John  Comly  was  the  firtf 
who  proposed  the  committee  being  appointed;  but,  I  think,  he  fuUf 
approved  of  it — and  as  far  as  I  recollect,  there  was  entire  unity  in  the  ' 
meeting  with  the  proposition  for  appointing  such  committee,  to  viiit 
Friends  in  their  tried  and  affiicted  state,  without  any  specific  instrac- 
tions. 

Q.  Was  not  the  essay  of  that  address  prepared  by  Doctor  Gibbooi? 

A.  No,  it  was  not;  when  it  was  produced  in  the  committee  that  were 
nominated  for  the  purpose,  Doctor  Gibbons,  I  think,  was  then  named 
to  act  as  clerk  to  that  committee,  and  of  course  it  underwent  his  inspec- 
tion, and  the  alterations  were  made  by  his  pen,  I  believe. 

Q.  At  which  of  those  meetings  was  it  first  concluded  that  a  sepirt- 
tion  had  become  necessary? 

A*  I  thought  that  was  fully  answered  before.  I  think  it  was  prettf 
much  the  settled  opinion  of  the  Friends  who  met  first.    I  considered^ 
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bject  was  progressing,  as  more  Friends  every  subsequent  conference, 
id  by  a  more  united  expression  of  sentiment,  they  more  and  more  con- 
rmed  the  necessity  of  such  a  measure,  in  order  to  save  society  from 
Btrchy  and  ruin. 

Q.  Was  not  then  the  object  of  that  first  meeting  to  confer  together  at 
D  the  mode  of  carrying  that  conclusion  into  effect? 

A.  I  think  that  was  one  of  the  objects;  and  perhaps  might  be  said  to 
K  the  only  one. 

Q.  Was  there  any  objection  made  to  the  minute  of  adjournment, 
udeby  the  clerk,  at  the  close  of  the  sitting  of  that  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  any  thing  being  said  after  the  concluding  minute 
vu  read.  Friends  did  not  consider  themselves  as  deprived  of  exercising 
:heir  religious  rights  and  privileges  in  a  society  capacity,  by  any  of  the 
i»verbearing  acts  of  the  Orthodox  party  at  that  Yearly  Meeting^-and  they 
immediately  repaired  to  Green  street  meeting  house,  after  the  rise  of 
l)ie  Yearly  Meeting,  to  confer  further  on  these  subjects. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  an  epistle  issued  by  the  Meeting  for  Suffer- 
ings soon  after  the  separation — will  you  look  at  this,  and  see  if  it  is  the 
itme? 

The  witness  examines  a  small  pamphlet  put  into  his  hands  by  the 
counsel,  and  then  answers:  Yes,  I  believe  this  to  be  the  epistle  to  which 
I  illuded. 

The  pamphlet  shown  the  witness,  entitled  ^  An  Epistle  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Religious  Society  of  Friends,  belonging  to  the  Yearly  Meet- 
bg  of  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  and  the  Eastern  parts  of 
wyland  and  Virginia,"  (Philad.  Conrad.  1827,)  is  offered  in  evidence 
OB  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrickson,  and  marked  by  me  Exhibit  No.  43. 

The  witness  further  answering,  says:  As  I  have  mentioned  something 
concerning  this  epistle  in  my  examination  in  chief,  I  will  now  in  this 
place  remark,  that  I  think  the  first  eleven  or  twelve  pages  of  it  are  no 
wiys  applicable  to  us  as  a  religious  society,  at  the  present  day.  And  on 
pages  13,  14,  and  15,  will  be  found  glaring  misrepresentations  and  false- 
hoods, as  it  regards  the  motives  and  views  of  Friends. 

Q.  You  have  also  stated,  that  a  declaration  was  issued  by  the  Yearly 
Meeting  of  1838.     Is  this  the  declaration  alluded  to  ? 

A  pamphlet,  entitled  ''  A  Declaration  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends 
beki  in  Philadelphia,"  8cc.  Printed  by  Thomas  Kite,  1838 — S3  pages*-* 
being  shown  the  witness,  he  answers:  Yes,  this  is  the  declaration  I  al- 
laded  to. 

The  said  pamphlet  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hen- 
drickson, and  marked  Exhibit  No.  43. 

The  witness  further  answering,  saith:  I  will  not  now  spend  time  in 
pointing  out  the  many,  as  I  consider,  false  representations  that  are  made 
in  this  book,  which,  were  they  believed,  would  go  to  destroy  our  cha- 
racter as  a  christian  people,  but  I  would  refer  those  who  are  desirous  of 
satisfying  themselves  on  the  subject  to  an  able  review  of  it,  which  they 
will  find  in  the  last  volume  of"  The  Friend,"  or  **  Advocate  of  Truth." 

Q.  Do  I  understand  the  witness,  as  referring  himself  to  that  review 
for  a  correct  exposition  of  the  facts,  and  of  the  views  and' sentiments  of 
himself,  and  those  with  whom  he  acted? 

-  A.  No.  I  refer  them  to  that  as  a  refutation  of  the  charges  and  mis- 
representations that  I  apprehend  are  made  against  us  in  this  declaration 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting. 
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A.  As  the  witness  has  referred  himself  to  that  review,  andapp^** 
now  to  make  some  distinction  in  it,  as  to  what  he  does,  and  vhaf  ^ 
does  not  adopt,  I  wish  him  to  state  how  far  we  are  to  rely  upon  tW 
review  as  being  correct? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  draw  the  distinctioni  as  I  have  not  the  book 
now  here  to  refer  to. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  part  of  it  that  is  not  correct? 

A.  It  is  a  good  while  since  I  have  read  it;  but  I  was  of  opinion  thitk 
contained  a  refutation  of  the  charges  in  general  that  were  made  aguMt 
us,  in  this  declaration. 

The  question  being  again  put  to  the  witness,  he  says,  he  does  notl^ 
collect  any  part  of  it  that  is  incorrect. 

Q.  Did  not  the  meeting,  held  by  you  in  Sixth-month,  1837,  appoint  i 
committee  to  attend  the  meetings  for  discipline,  and  to  afford  advice  arf 
assistance  to  such  as  were  disposed  to  unite  in  their  views? 

A.  Yes.     I  think  there  was  such  a  committee  appointed. 

Q.  How  many  such  committees  have  you  appointed  since,  in  jov 
society? 

A.  I  cannot  say  how  many;  but  there  was  one  appointed  in  Tenth- 
month  following,  at  the  time  the  Yearly  Meeting  was  held,  and  I  tbiik 
there  was  another  in  the  spring  of  1828;  there  was  also  one  appointed 
last  spring,  1830,  which  stands  now  under  appointment  to  visit  the 
Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meetings,  as  way  may  open  for  it. 

Q.  When  you  speak  of  representatives  being  sent  from  five  of  the 
Quarterly  and  some  of  the  Monthly  Meetings,  which  composed  the 
Philadelphia  Yearly  Meeting,  to  your  meeting  in  Tenth-month,  I83T» 
do  you  mean  that  all  the  members  of  those  meetings  united  in  sending 
them,  or  that  they  were  sent  from  those  meetings  by  those  who  were 
attached  to  your  party? 

A.  No,  they  did  not  all  unite;  there  was  a  small  party  in  each  of  these 
Quarters,  or  at  least  in  four  of  them,  that  separated  from  FricndSi 
and  held  what  they  called  Quarterly  Meetings  of  their  own,  in  sevenl 
instances,  at  different  times  from  the  regular  times  of  holding  such 
Quarterly  Meetings,  and  at  different  places.  The  southern  Quarter,  I  | 
believe  it  might  be  said,  did  not  separate;  they  were  so  much  united  ] 
with  Friends,  that  at  that  time  I  believe  it  was  considered  they  had  not  i 
enough  of  those  they  called  Orthodox,  to  sustain  a  meeting  of  any  kind.  I 
But  as  I  understood  afterwards,  they  sent  down  a  committee  from  vhil  i 
they  called  Concord  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  gathered  up  a  few  indiij"  j 
duals,  which  hold  a  meeting  down  in  that  Quarter,  and  which  their 
committee  from  Concord  Quarter  yet  continue  to  visit.  These  parti  of 
the  Friends  who  formerly  constituted  those  Quarters,  of  course  did  tot 
form  a  part  of  tlie  Yearly  Meeting,  which  was  held  in  Tenth-month*       j 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  be  understood  in  the  same  way  when  you  speak    , 
of  your  Yearly  Meeting  having  been  sustained  by  the  Quarterly  Meet- 
ings of  Philadelphia  Yearly  Meeting?  j 

A.  Yes,  certainly. 

Q.  When  you  speak  of  the  epistle  of  the  meeting  of  Sixth-monthf  < 
1827,  being  united  with  by  western  and  other  Quarters,  do  you  allude  \ 
also  to  such  portion  of  the  Quarters  only,  as  sent  representatives  to  | 
your  meeting?  ; 

A.  Yes.    I  do  so.    Of  course  it  was  not  united  with  by  the  Orthodfl* 
party.     And  by  their  committee  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  Ihef 
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* 

i^Uited  in  1827^  a  powerful  opposition  was  made  to  it  in  all  the 
Wers  where  I  was  present. 

0*  What  reasons  were  assigned  by  the  Yearly  Meeting's  committee 
'  their  opposition  to  your  measures?  Did  they  not  insist  that  those 
tniogs,  held  by  you,  were  contrary  to  the  order  of  the  society,  and 
violation  of  the  discipline? 

L  O  yes:  to  be  sure,  they  undertook  to  plead  that  ground.  But 
okIs  in  the  Quarterly  Meetings  generally  well  knew  that  they  had 
;  violated  the  discipline,  by  the  arbitrary  measures  that  they  had  been 
J  pursuing :  and  which  I  have  abundantly  made  appear,  I  think,  in  my 
mony  in  chief.  And  Friends  in  the  Quarterly  Meetings  were  not 
lat  time  of  day,  going  to  be  imposed  upon  by  a  committee  of  that 
I,  appointed  out  of  the  unity,  and  for  a  party  purpose.  They  were 
osed  to  judge  for  themselveSf  as  to  their  rights  and  privileges,  and  I 
ly  believed  then»  and  believe  still,  that  that  committee  of  the  Yearly 
tingf  together  with  the  aid  they  received  from  some  of  the  British 
t/ert  that  were  then  in  this  country,  done  more  towards  accelerating 
effecting  the  separation,  than  all  the  labours  of  the  committee  of 
Yearly  Meeting  of  which  I  speak,  held  in  Tenth-month. 
•  Under  the  discipline,  can  one  Monthly  Meeting  interfere  with  or 
;e  of  the  proceedings  of  another  Monthly  Meeting;  as  for  instance, 
n  Ezra  Comfort  and  Isaiah  Bell  had  been  disowned  by  their  Monthly 
iting,  and  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  restored  their  rights  of  mem* 
hip«  if  the  Philadelphia  Monthly  Meeting  had  considered  them  un- 
ly  deprived  of  their  rights,  could  they  have  appointed  a  committee 
iquire  into  the  matter,  and  upon  a  report  of  that  committee,  that 
charges  against  the  persons  disowned  were  altogether  unfounded, 
the  meeting  were  fully  satisfied  of  the  correctness  of  that  report. 
Id  they  have  received  them  into  membership? 
.•  Well,  I  don't  know  that  there  is  any  discipline  in  the  case,  authoriz- 
a  Monthly  Meeting  so  to  do;  or  else  I  am  very  well  satisfied  Friends 
Philadelphia  would  soon  have  exercised  that  privilege — for  as  indivi- 
Is,  I  believe  many  of  them  made  use  of  their  influence  to  prevent 
m  from  being  disowned ;  and  to  get  them  reinstated  after  they  were 
iwned.  But  about  the  time  the  separation  took  place  in  society, 
m  oppressive  measures  took  place  in  several  of  the  meetings  in  the 
r,  and  attempts  were  made  to  deprive  Friends  of  their  religious 
bts  and  privileges,  without  suiBcicnt  ground  of  complaint,  and  the 
ids  of  religious  union  becoming  rent  asunder  by  the  arbitrary  pro- 
dings  of  one  party,  as  I  have  heretofore  shown,  it  was  then  consi- 
ed  by  some  of  the  country  meetings,  as  an  act  of  christian  duty  to 
cive  Friends  from  the  city,  without  the  usual  form  of  certificate,  as 
ut  of  absolute  necessity,  under  then  existing  circumstances. 
)•  Would  it  have  been  consistent  with  the  usages  and  order  of  the 
aety  to  have  thus  interfered? 

K.  No.    It  would  not  have  been  consistent  with  the  former  usages  of 
!  society,  in  the  harmonious  times  of  the  society. 
).  Would  not  such  interference  have  been  considered  as  a  violation 
discipline,  and  have  subjected  such  meeting  to  the  censure  of  its 
xrior  meeting^ 

^.  That  would  depend  upon  how  the  circumstance  was  viewed  by 
t  superior  meeting, 
ki-  Under  the  discipline  of  the  society,  (I  speak  now  of  the  society 
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as  it  existed  prior  to  1837,^  could  a  person,  trho  was  a  member  of  oae 
Monthly  Meeting,  be  received  into  membership  by  another  Monthi/ 
Meeting,  without  producing  a  certificate  from  the  Monthly  Meeting  to 
which  he  belonged? 

A.  We  might  refer  to  the  discipline  to  decide  that  question;  but! 
don't  pretend  to  say  that  there  is,  or  was  at  that  time,  any  discipiidi 
authorizing  a  Monthly  Meeting  so  to  do:  yet  I  think  it  has  been  doM 
If  I  have  been  rightly  informed,  I  think,  many  years  ago,  the  Monihlf 
Meeting  of  Philadelphia  received  John  De  Marsellac  without  a  formal 
certificate. 

Q.  Had  he  been  a  member  of  any  other  meeting,  when  he  made  thit 
application? 

A.  He  was  considered  a  member  of  the  society,  I  believe;  but  I  don't 
know  where  his  right  of  membership  was;  it  was  not  in  this  country.  I 
suppose  Friends  acted  upon  the  necessity  of  the  case. 

Q.  Can  you  name  any  other  instance? 

A.  I  don't  know  any  other  instance  that  I  can  recite:  it  leems  tome 
there  was  one  or  two  more,  that  I  have  heard  of;  but  if  lo,  they  ban 
gone  from  me. 

Q.  Is  the  discipline  of  the  society  the  standard  to  which  they  rdcr 
themselves  for  the  settlement  of  questions  of  order  and  regularity  of  pn^ 
ceeding? 

A.  Yes;  the  discipline  is  considered  the  outward  rule  to  govern  the 
proceedings  of  society:  but  there  are  two  things  there  never  wii  iif 
discipline  made  for,  I  think;  they  are,  for  first  establishing  a  Yeartf 
Meeting,  and  for  a  general  revolution  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  sepviF 
tion,  if  I  may  so  term  it,  where  the  discipline  cannot  operate* 

Q.  Has  any  body  but  the  Yearly  Meeting  the  power  to  alter  thedil* 
ciplinc? 

A.  The  Yearly  Meeting  is  considered  the  supreme  head,  when  ill 
constituent  branches  are  united  in  harmony,  and  united  in  their  pr^ 
ceedings  and  conclusions;  but  when  that  bond  of  union  comei  to  bi 
broken,  by  a  small  party  assuming  the  reins  of  government,  and  tsvB^ 
cising  lordship  over  their  fellow  members,  and  the  other  parti  of  thi 
society,  by  a  general  association  of  views  and  sentiments,  should  belief* 
it  right  to  meet  separate  and  apart  from  those  attempting  to  esercte 
an  undue  control  over  them,  I  think  they  would  have  a  right  so  to  da- 

Q.  Under  the  discipline  of  the  society? 

A.  By  their  original  compact  as  a  religious  body,  I  was  going  to  ali 

Q.  In  what  part  of  the  discipline,  or  original  compact,  is  the  rigbl 
reserved  to  a  portion  of  the  body  to  set  up  separate  meetings  in  violadfli 
of  the  discipline  of  the  society? 

A.  I  have  stated  before,  that  I  believe  there  never  was  any  discipliil 
made  for  the  setting  up  of  a  Yearly  Meeting,  nor  for  a  revoludon  intkl 
society:  and  I  suppose  the  Orthodox  themselves  have  so  considered ib 
for  they  can't  produce  a  shadow  of  discipline,  to  my  knowledge,  to  Hi*'! 
thorize  their  proceedings  in  a  great  variety  of  instances,  where  a  fevjoC- 
them  have  separated  from  a  Monthly  Meeting — in  many  instances, 
more  than  six,  eight,  or  ten;  and  in  some,  not  more  than  two;  and  hut 
gone  to  a  private  house,  or  some  other  place,  and  held  what  they  caJM 
a  Monthly  Meeting:  and  so  likewise  in  some  of  the  Quarterly  Meetingii*! 
as  for  instance  in  Concord  Quarter,  a  small  number  of  them  remained* 
together  after  the  business  of  the  Quarter  was  gone  through;  (of  the  Bftim 
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Friendsi  I  should  say^  the  women's  meeting  having  concluded:)  they 
leld  what  they  called  a  Quarterly  Meeting,  I  suppose,  and  issued  a  mi* 
ftttte  directed  to  the  Monthly  Meetings  constituting  that  Quarter,  re* 
qairing  them  to  send  their  representatives  the  next  Quarter  to  a  different 
pli^e,  from  where  the  Quartet^  was  held  in  its  regular  order,  and  which 
hid  been  long  established.  The  same  thing  occurred  in  the  western 
Qaarterly  Meeting  ^-»a  small  minority,  consisting  of  those  called  the 
Orthodox,  remained  together,  and  agreed  to  hold  their  next  Quarter  at 
i  different  place  from  the  regular  place  of  meeting,  where  it  had  always 
bvariably  been  held. 
Adjourned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Thursday  morning,  March  3d,  1831,  10  o'clock.     Cross-examination 
ftf  Halliday  Jackson  continued.     Present  the  same  as  yesterday. 

The  witness  continues  his  answer  to  the  last  question.  I  have  stated 
that  I  believed  the  Orthodox  themselves  must  have  considered  that  there 
WMM  no  provision  in  the  discipline  to  meet  the  circumstances  in  which 
they  themselves,  as  well  as  Friends,  were  placed,  by  the  separation  that 
took  place  in  the  society,     i  have  noticed  a  few  instances  of  their  pro- 
ceedings in  setting  up  what  they  called  Monthly  Meetings:  I  might  have 
ioticed  a  great  many  more.     I  have  also  noticed  two  instances  in  the 
I^oarterly  Meetings,  of  a  similar  character,  and  I  might  have  noticed 
Kveral  other  instances  of  the  like  kind  in  Quarterly  Meetings.     I  will 
low  notice  two  instances  of  the  Yearly  Meetings  which  I  have  referred 
loan  my  testimony  in  chief.    Although  I  have  stated  that  there  is  no 
^vision  in  the  discipline,  as  I  apprehend,  pointing  out  the  way  in  which 
s  Yearly  Meeting  shall  be  established,  yet  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New 
York,  in  the  summer  of  1828,  being  brought  into  a  difficulty  on  account 
of  a  separation  that  was  then  going  on,  and  had  taken  place  in  the  so* 
ciety,  the  Orthodox  part  of  it,  composing,  as  was  then  supposed,  about 
one-fourth  of  those  in  attendance,  left  the  meeting  in  an  abrupt  manner, 
vent  to  another  place,  I  think  to  some  kind  of  an  academy  or  school* 
iMNise,  and  set  up  what  they  called  a  Yearly  Meeting.    The  Yearly  Meet* 
log  also  of  Baltimore,  in  the  fall  of  the  same  year  being  brought  into  a 
rimilar  difficulty,  on  account  of  the  separation  that  had  taken  place  in 
tbe  society,  the  Orthodox  of  that  Yearly  Meeting  composing  a  very 
mall  minority  of  the  whole,  went  off  from  the  meeting,  contrary  to  the 
brmer  usage  and  ci^stom  of  the  society,  and  set  up  a  Yearly  Meeting, 
I  think  held  in  a  school-house;  or  what  they  called  a  Yearly  Meeting. 
I  have  mentioned  these  circum'stances  briefly,  to  show  that  they  them* 
wives  have  had  to  resort  to  the  same  means,  in  order  to  sustain  their 
meetings,  in  open  violation  of  any  rules  of  discipline  in  the  case,  and  of 
iB  former  usage  and  practice  in  the  society.    They  have  even  went  fur* 
dber  than  we  have  done,  in  that  respect;  for  in  many  of  their  small 
Monthly  Meetings,  which  have  not  been  composed  of  one-fourth,  and  in 
tome  instances  not  one-tenth,  and  perhaps  in  a  few  instances  not  more 
baa  a  twentieth  part  of  the  number  as  they  had  formerly  stood,  they 
lave  assumed  the  right  to  disown  all  the  other  part  of  society,  and  issued 
CitimoniesY  the  charges  in  which,  in  many  of  them  that  I  have  seen, 
rcre  for  setting  up  and  holding  meetings  contrary  to  the  established 
rder  of  society;  when  they  themselves  were  transacting  their  business 
I  a  meeting  set  up  in  the  manner  in  which  I  have  described. 
Vol.  IL— 19 
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Q.  Are  the  several  cases  embraced  in  the  last  answer  ttated|  from  a 
personal  knowledge  of  the  facts,  or  from  the  representations  of  others? 

A.  All  the  instances  which  I  have  cited  of  the  separation  in  those 
meetings;  as  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  which  I  was  araemberf  I  koov 
it  to  be  a  fact;  I  also  know,  from  my  own  personal  knowledge,  of  the 
same  fact  taking  place  in  a  number  of  other  Monthly  Meetings.     I  wii 
also  present  at  the  two  Quarterly  Meetings,  which  I  have  instancedi 
when  the  separation  took  place.     I  was  also  present  at  the  two  Yearly 
Meetings  I  have  instanced,  when  the  separation  took  place  there.    I,  of 
course,  was  not  present,  in  any  of  the  meetings  of  the  Orthodoi,  after 
the  separation,  to  witness  their  proceedings;  and,  therefore,  have  no  peh 
aonal  knowledge  of  that; — but  from  common  repute,  I  believe  it  to  be 
correct:  and  from  the  evidence  I  have  had,  in  seeing  a  number  of  tbe 
testimonies  that  they  have  issued,  or  purporting  to  t>e  teMimoniesrf 
disownment  of  the  opposite  party  to  them,  from  being  members  of  Ai 
religious  Society  of  Friends ;  and,  perhaps,  in  some  instances,  from  beii| 
members  of  a  meeting  they  never  belonged  to,  or  laid  any  claim  to. 

Q.  In  all  those  instances  of  which  you  have  spoken,  when  those  wboa 
you  call  Orthodox,  withdrew  themselves  from  the  Monthly  and  QiM^ 
terly  Meetings,  had  not  those,  whom  you  call  Friends,  either  formiUf 
attached  themselves  to,  or  declared  their  unity  with,  the  meeting  held ii 
Green  and  Cherry  streets,  annually? 

A.  As  it  regarded  the  meetings  in  Pennsylvania,  or  composing  At 
Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  I  believe  they  were  all  of  those  wbi 
were  desirous  of  reorganizing,  or  perhaps  more  properly  speaking,  eel* 
taining  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  ancient  principhi 
of  the  society,  in  harmony,  brotherly  condescension  and  love:  and  il" 
though  they  had  agreed  to  hold  their  Yearly  Meeting  at'  Green  vi 
Cherry  streets,  as  they  were  locked  and  barred  out  of  the  house  in  wbid 
it  had  formerly  been  held,  and  also  by  mutual  agreement  had  concladcd 
to  hold  it  one  week  sooner  than  the  former  time  of  holding  it,  inordcTi 
that  they  might  not  incommode  the  citizens  of  Philadelphia  by  comiog 
into  collision  with  the  opposite  party,  as  would  undoubtedly  have  bed 
the  case,  if  they  had  not  changed  the  time  of  holding  it— it  was  still  (be 
same  Yearly  Meetinj>of  Pennsylvania,  composed  of  nearly  three-fourtbli 
as  has  since  been  ascertained,  of  the  whole  numbers  as  they  hadfo^nc^ 
ly  stood.     It  never  could  be  considered  by  any  impartial  tribunal,  that i 
house  in  which  a  meeting  might  be  held,  was  the  identity  of  a  Yearif 
Meeting;  and  I  suppose  the  Orthodox  themselves  must  agree  withve 
in  that  point,  or  they  must  at  once  give  up  the  identity  of  what  theycal 
their  Yearly  Meetings  in  New  York  and  Baltimore;  and  further,  it  mtft 
be  a  very  dry  Yearly  Meeting  indeed,  if  bricks  and  mortar,  coVeredwilb 
shingles,  were  to  be  the  identity  of  it.     The  identity  of  a  Yearly  MeetiM  i 
therefore,  must  rest  upon  the  united  sentiments  of  the  great  bodyvi 
Friends  composing  it*     [The  question  is  again  read  to  the  witnesi|bi 
says,]  that  he  thought  he  had  answered  it;  and  that  he  wishes  to  beir 
derstood  as  answering,  that  they  had  done  so,  and  he  has  above  explain* 
ed  the  manner  in  which  they  had  so  united  themselves. 
^  Q.  Did  they  not  withdraw  themselves  from  the  house  during  the•i^ 
tings  of  the  meetings,  and  declare,  that  their  reason  for  so  doing  wal 
for  the  purpose  of  continuing  their  meetings  in  connexion  with  the  a»* 
cient  Society  of  Friends,  from  which  they  considered,  that  those  whoa 
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na  call  Friends,  had  separated  themselves  by  this  unity  and  connexion 
ftth  the  meeting  at  Green  and  Cherry  streets? 

A.  Yes,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect.  I  think  they  g^enerally  made  that 
terge  against  us,  and  gave  that  as  the  ground  for  seceding  from  those 
weiings,  and  setting  up  meetings  of  their  own.  But,  as  I  have  before 
hnndantiy  shown,  I  think,  wherein  they  had  violated  the  order  and 
jOmoion  usage  of  society  that  produced  this  state  of  things,  it  is  not 
■cessary  to  go  over  it  again  :  and  we  were  willing,  I  think,  in  most  in- 
tnces  that  I  have  been  acquainted  with,  to  concede  to  them,  the  same 
privileges  of  making  their  choice  that  we  claimed  for  ourselves^  believ- 
Jigt  that  there  were  conscientious  men  amongst  them,  who  thought  at 
least,  however,  that  they  were  acting  right.  Friends  have  not,  in  the 
Nearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  proceeded  to  disown  them  on  the  ground 
iC  this  separation,  as  they  have  done  us.  [On  referring  again  to  the 
lucstion,  the  witness  further  answers,]  in  some  instances  4liey  did  not 
withdraw  during  the  sittings  of  those  meetings,  but  remained  together 
yierwards,  and  done  their  business  in  their  own  way. 
^  Q.  In  those  cases  in  which  they  remained,  did  they  not  request  pub- 
licly thoie  who  were  friendly  to  holding  a  meeting  in  the  regular  order 
rf  society,  in  connexion  with,  and  subordinate  to,  the  Yearly  Meeting 
InU  in  Arch  street,  to  remain  for  that  purpose? 

A.  Yes;  I  think  they  did  in  a  number  of  instances.  I  cannot  say  they 
did  in  all  where  I  was  present;  and  there  were  some  instances,  it  may  be 
proper  to  state,  where  the  parties  were  nearly  equally  divided,  as  was 
ttecase,!  recollect,  in  two  of  the  Monthly  Meetings  in  the  Quarter  that 
lam  a  member  of,  (however,  I  cannot  say,  they  were  equally  divided,  as 
Brieads  were  the  majority  in  both  those  meetings,}  the  Orthodox  having 
the  clerks  oh  their  side.  Friends  were  under  the  necessity  of  withdraw- 
iigff  I  think,  in  one  instance;  and  in  the  other,  in  remaining  behind,  af- 
lerthe  Orthodox  had  gone  through  with  their  business  in  their  own 
Vayi  and  as  I  am  disposed  to  give  them  all  the  credit,  I  think,  belongs 
Id  them,  I  will  mention  a  circumstance  or  two  that  took  place,  which,  I 
tUsk,  were  the  only  instances  of  any  thing  like  a  compromise  on  their 
pan,  that  I  was  a  witness  to.  A  number  of  the  committee  of  the  Or- 
Ihodox  Yearly  Meeting,  and  also  a  number  of  the  committee  who,  I 
Idak,  were  appointed  at  the  conference  held  at  Green  street  in  Sixth- 
■oMh,  1897,  were  also  there  in  attendance.  The  difficulty  in  those  two 
Metinga  at  that  time,  apparently,  was  on  the  ground  of  where  they 
ihonld  direct  their  reporu,  and  their  representatives  at  the  ensuing 
Hvt^y  Meeting,  which  in  its  regular  order,  was  to  be  held  at  Darby. 
M  in  pnrsnance  of  a  mandate  from  the  Orthodox  Quarter,  which  had 
limoualy  been  held  at  Concord,  out  of  the  usual  order  of  society,  as  I 
■fe  before  stated,  having  directed  by  a  minute  the  reports  from  the 
ionthly  Meetings  to  be  sent  to  Concord  the  next  ensuing  Quarter. 
niis  brought  on  a  debate,  which  lasted  perhaps  longer  than  was  profit- 
Me  to  either  party,  and  the  Orthodox  having  the  clerk  on  their  side, 
Fffiends,  at  length,  in  one  of  the  Monthly  Meetings,  made  a  proposal, 
hat  if  they  would  furnish  Friends  with  a  copy  of  the  reports  from  the 
Uerent  Preparative  Meetings,  and  with  a  book  of  discipline,  I  think, 
key  would  withdraw,  and  let  them  take  their  own  course,  and  send  their 
eports  where  they  pleased.  Jonathan  Evans,  who  was  one  of  the  Year- 
r  Meeting's  committee,  being  there,  at  length  yielded  the  point,  and 
think,  his  own  son-in-law,  being  clerk  at  the  table,  he  was  ordered  to 
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go  to  writing,  and  furnith  duplicates  of  the  reports  from  the 
Preparative  Meetings ;  which  was  accordingly  done,  and  Friends  qaie^ 
\y  withdrew. 

In  the  other  Monthly  Meeting  that  I  have  mentioned,  the  same  thinf 
occurred,  by  the  Orihodox  part  of  the  meeting,  after  Friends  had  cofr' 
sented  to  let  them  go  on  with  their  business  in  their  own  way,  agred 
to  furnish  Friends  with  duplicates  of  the  reports,  which  Jonathan  Etih 
also  consented  to,  and  Friends  remained  together  at  that  meeting,  and 
done  their  business  quietly  in  their  own  way,  after  the  others  had  with* 
drawn.  There  was  another  act  of  theirs  in  that  meeting,  which  i  thilk 
if  worth  noting.  They,  the  Orthodox,  being  considerably  in  the  nt- 
norliy,  agreed,  in  the  presence  of  Friends,  to  hold  their  next  Monthlf 
Meeting  at  a  different  place  from  the  usual' place  of  holding  it,  which 
they  were  then  in.  These,  I  think,  as  I  have  before  stated,  are  the  oolf 
instances  dftany  thing  like  a  compromise  on  their  part,  that  I  wua 
witness  to:  and  I  am  willing  it  should  be  placed  to  their  credit*  I  m^ 
properly,  perhaps,  in  this  place,  state  that  I  believe  Friends  very  gese- 
rally  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  have  held  out  Yiews,  ifld 
made  offers  to  them,  of  a  friendly  and  amicable  settlement  of  differenca 
about  meeting  houses,  and  property  belonging  to  the  meetings:  bat  ii 
no  instances  that  have  come  to  my  knowledge,  have  they  been  williil 
to  enter  into  any  compromise  of  that  kind. 

Q.  In  the  case  alluded  to  by  you,  of  the  separation  in  Baltimore  Yearljr 
Meeting,  had  not  the  clerk,  with  the  approbation  of  those  whom  yot 
call  Friends,  made  a  minute  that  that  meeting  would  hold  no  c(ff* 
respondence  with  the  Yearly  Meetings  of  London,  New  England,  Vv* 
ginia,  or  North  Carolina,  or  the  Yearly  Meetings  held  by  those  yoacil 
Orthodox  in  New  York,  Philadelphia,  Ohio,  and  Indiana,  before  the 
Orthodox,  as  you  style  them^  did  withdraw;  and  was  it  not  in  consequence 
of  that  minute  being  made,  that  they  did  withdraw? 

A.  We  have  made  an  exhibit  of  the  extracts  of  that  Yearly  Mectinfi 
which  I  am  willing  to  refer  to:  my  memory  wont  serve  me— I  cannot 
recollect  that  such  a  minute  was  made  previous  to  those  Friends  trilh- 
drawing.     [The  witness  having  looked  over  the  exhibit  of  extracts,  kc 
says,]  there  is  no  such  minute  in  the  extracts.     I  might  state  from  my 
present  recollection,  that  at  the  first  sitting  of  that  Yearly  Meeting,  the 
clerk  reported  that  there  was  a  number  of  papers  put  into  his  handii 
which  came  from  other  Yearly  Meetings,  probably  purporting  all  nf 
them  to  be  epistles;  but  that  some  of  them  were  of  an  unusual  character! 
and  a  proposition  was  made,  I  think  by  the  assistant  clerk,  that  thef 
should  be  put  into  the  hands  of  the  representatives  for  examination  pit* 
vious  to  their  being  read.     The  representatives,  I  think,  did  not  report 
any  conclusion  to  have  them  read  until  perhaps  the  fourth  day  in  the    i 
week,  if  I  remember  right;  though  they  had,  1  think,  on  the  afteroooa    ' 
previous  to  that,  produced  something  in  writing  which  was  read  in  the 
meeting;  and  some  parts  of  it  not  being  satisfactory,  and  especially  some    . 
objections  being  made  to  it  by  some  of  the  Orthodox  Friends,  and  Tho* 
mas  Evans,  who  was  there  in  attendance  to  assist  his  brethren  in  counsd 
and  advice,  made  a  very  fluent  speech  on  the  occasion.     The  documeift 
was  again  referred  to  the  representatives  for  further  examination  and 
revision.     Before  it  was  again  produced  to  the  meeting,  I  think,  on  the  ; 
next  morning,  perhaps,  the  representatives  reported  as  their  judgment, 
that  it  would  be  best  to  have  all  the  papers  purporting  to  be  epistles,  kc 
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om  other  Yearly  Meetings,  read  in  the  Yearly  Meeting;  which,  I  think, 
ai  accordingly  done.  Some  of  them,  to  be  sure,  were  of  a  very  unusual 
haracter,  which  I  cannot  attempt  to  give  an  outline  of  their  contents: 
hat,  1  think,  from  Indiana,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania  Yearly  Mect- 
igi  of  Friends,  were  epistles  of  brotherly  love,  in  the  usual  way:  some 
if  the  others,  if  I  remember  right,  especially  from  the  Orthodox  Yearly 
Meeting  held  in  Ohio;  perhaps  the  one  held  in  Virginia,  and  I  think 
Mncthing  of  that  nature  that  came  from  London,  were  all  of  a  very 
iMsnal  character.  I  think  a  committee  was  appointed  in  the  Yearly 
Meeting  to  prepare  answers  to  those  epistles  that  were  of  a  brotherly 
character,  and  in  the  usual  way,  and  that  afterwards  the  document  that 
b  here  contained  in  these  extracts,  (Exhibit  P,)  was  agreed  to  by  the 
Yearly  Meeting,  as  a  fair  representation  of  the  state  of  society  in  that 
Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand  that  this  exhibit  contains  all  the  minutes  of 
that  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.   No;  it  is  not  usual  to  print  all  the  minutes  in  the  extracts  of  a 
Yearly  Meeting— -I  can't  remember  such  a  minute. 
Q.  Can  the  witness  recollect  what  minute  was  made  on  that  subject? 
A.  I  cannot  recollect  what  minute  was  made,  or  any  minute  that  con- 
tained what  is  asked  for  in  that  question;  but  I  wont  undertake  to  say 
tbere  was  not  such  a  minute. 

Q.  Did  not  those  who  withdrew,  or  some  of  them,  publicly  declare 
fa  the  meeting,  at  the  time  of  their  withdrawal,  that  that  meeting,  by 
its  proceedingiv  had  dissolved  its  connexion  with  the  great  body  of  the 
Society  of  Friends  on  this  continent,  and  in  Great  Britain,  and  invite  all 
those  who  wished  to  continue  in  fellowship  with  the  ancient  and  esta- 
Niihed  Yearly  Meetings  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  to  meet  at  a  time  and 
fUce  then  named,  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  the  Baltimore  Yearly 
Meeting  of  Friends  on  its  ancient  foundation,  and  as  a  constituent  part 
«f  the  society  at  large,  which  it  was  apprehended  could  not  then  be  done 
iHth  those  whom  they  apprehended  had  departed  from  the  order  and 
discipline  of  society  by  their  proceedings? 

A.  I  think  there  were  declarations  of  that  nature  made  by  several 
fadividuals,  perhaps  two  or  three,  previous  to  their  seceding  from  the 
tody:  but  that  Yearly  Meeting  was  peculiarly  circumstanced  that  year, 
•I  they  had  the  previous  year,  1827,  continued  their  usual  epistolary 
correspondence  with  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  although  it 
lid  been  held  at  Green  street  house.  Our  Orthodox  Friends  in  Phila- 
delphia had  been  industriously  engaged,  both  by  letters  addressed  to 
Vrfendi  abroad,  declarations  and  epistles  from  their  Yearly  Meeting  and 
Meeting  for  Sufferings,  in  trying  to  convince  the  world  that  the  Society 
if  Friends,  as  I  now  call  them,  had  departed  from  the  ancient  faith  and 
Ihe  discipline  of  the  society.  They  had  sent  a  letter,  I  think,  of  their 
Meeting  for  Sufferings  held  in  Philadelphia,  to  the  Meeting  for  Suffer- 
hgs,  perhaps,  in  London;  in  which,  to  be  sure,  they  did  not  give  us  a 
itry  good  character,  from  the  documents  that  1  have  since  seen,  which 
caibe  from  England  in  relation  to  that  business.  The  Yearly  Meeting 
of  London,  therefore,  had  so  far  acted  on  their  ex  parte  evidence,  and 
the  misrepresentations  made  respecting  us,  that  they  had  declined  a  cor- 
Ktpondence  with  us :  and  as  Baltimore  Yearly  Meeting,  which  being,  I 
think,  the  oldest  Yearly  Meeting  on  this  continent,  had  continued  to  cor- 
it^ond  with  us,  and  being  our  neighbours,  and  well  acquainted  with 
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all  the  circumstances  of  society  here,  had  no  reason  to  decline  that  cor« 
respondence.     But  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  London,  if  my  memory  lervei 
me,  in  that  year  informed  them  that  they  could  not  continue  their  co^ 
respondence  with  them  (if  I  am  not  mistaken  as  to  the  year,)  if  thej 
continued  their  correspondence  with,  or  unity  with,  the  Yearly  Meetiof 
of  Pennsylvania,  to  which  I  have  alluded.     Baltimore  Yearly  Meetiag^ 
therefore,  was  brought  to  a  point,  in  which  they  must  decide,  althoagfc 
they  were  disposed  to  continue  all  their  former  relations  with  the  Yeirif 
Meetings  that  they  had  previously  corresponded  with;  but  as  bytte 
epistles  they  had  received  that  year,  they  had  become  informed  that 
several  of  the  other  Yearly  Meetings,  where  no  separations  had  taka 
place  in  society,  had  come  to  the  same  conclusion  that  the  Yearly  MecN 
ing  of  London  had ;  and  these  conclusions  appeared  to  be  founded  on  the 
ex  parte  evidence  and  misrepresentations  of  our  opposing  brethren.  The 
Yearly  Meeting  of  Baltimore,  however,  with  a  very  small  exceptioii 
agreed  to  continue  their  correspondence  with  the  Yearly  Meeting  flf 
Pennsylvania,  and  the  other  Yearly  Meetings  on  this  continent,  froa 
whom  they  had  received  epistles  of  brotherly  affection  and  kindness. 

Q.  By  the  *^  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,"  do  you  mean  the  meelr 
ing  held  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets  ? 

A.  I  do  so. 

Q.  By  the  other  Yearly  Meetings  spoken  of,  from  whom  they  hadic- 
ceiyed  ^'epistles  of  brotherly  affection  and  kindness,"  do  you  mean  the 
Yearly  Meetings  in  correspondence  and  unity  with  that  meeting. 

A.  Yes.  I  believe  all  those  Yearly  Meetings  were  in  unity  and  co^ 
respondence  with  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  held  at  Greei  j 
and  Cherry  streets.  I  ought  further  to  state,  that  the  Yearly  Meetingof  ^ 
Friends  of  Ohio,  was  also  in  unity  and  correspondence,  both  with  the 
Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania  and  Baltimore,  but  their  epistle  thit 
year  had  miscarried  i)y  sonic  means,  and  was  not  received  by  Baltimore 
Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Was  that  conclusion  come  to  by  the  Baltimore  Yearly  Meetingi 
before  a  portion  of  the  meeting  withdrew,  as  you  have  stated? 

A.  I  think  it  was  so. 

Q.  In  the  case  of  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting  spoken  of,  before  the  i 
withdrawal  of  that  portion  of  the  meeting  spoken  of,  had  not  a  minate  i 
of  the  removal  of  the  sittings  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  been  made  by  the  \ 
clerk,  and  was  it  not  publicly  declared,  that  they  were  withdrawing  ii  ! 
accordance  with  that  minute  P  ] 

[noon.]  j 

A.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  confusion  and  noise  in  the  meeting  ft 
the  time,  so  that  it  was  almost  impossible  to  hear  distinctly  at  the  time 
what  the  clerk  said.  But  after  the  proposition  was  made  by  Thomai 
Shillitoe  for  their  party  leaving  the  meeting,  (I  mean  those  called  0^ 
thodox,)  the  clerk  appeared  to  be  making  a  minute  of  some  kind;  and  I 
think  it  was  announced  by  some  person,  but  I  don't  know  who,  that*be 
was  making  a  minute  of  adjournment.  Great  opposition  was  then  nude 
to  his  reading  such  a  minute,  as  the  Yearly  Meeting  had  come  to  no 
such  conclusion  to  adjourn  the  meeting — and  in  the  midst  of  noiie,! 
think  the  clerk  got  up,  and  informed  the  meeting  that  it  was  not  i 
minute  of  adjournment:  but  it  not  being  generally  heard, I  iuppotCf  oTer 
the  house,  I  think,  if  my  recollection  serves  me,  Elias  Hicks  got  up  and 


4 

* 

■J 

I 

J 


151 

rormed  the  meeting  what  the  clerk  had  said,  that  it  wai  not  a  minute 
adjournment,  and  desired  the  meeting  to  hear  it,  and  they  would  af- 
rvards  judge  of  its  contents.    Before,  however,  it  was  read,  some  per- 
iD,  I  think,  near  the  table,  announced  that  it  was  a  minute  of  adjourn* 
lent;  and  when  Elias  Hicks  appeared  to  be  satisfied  that  that  was  the 
lae,  I  think  he  got  up  again,  if  I  remember  right,  and  informed  the 
Keting  that  it  was  a  minute  of  adjournment,  and  cautioned  the  meet- 
Ig  against  hearing  it,  or  cautioned  the  clerk  against  reading  it,  I  can't 
member  which;  something  to  that  import,  however.     The  clerk,  how- 
ver,  persisted  in  reading  it,  and  did  read  it  in  the  midst  of  noise  and 
onfaiion,  and,  although  I  could  not  distinctly  hear  all  of  it,  my  imprei- 
Eon  was,  at  the  time,  and  has  always  been  since,  that  it  was  a  minute  of 
djoamment,  and  I  thought  I  did  hear  the  word  adjourn  or  adjournment 
a  it    I  think  it  was  announced  by  some  Friend  that  the  Yearly  Meet- 
Bgwas  not  adjourned;  but  be  the  minute  what  it  would,  those  called  the 
Orthodox  party,  seemed  to  understand  it,  by  their  immediately  rising, 
■d  going  out  of  the  house  as  fast  as  they  could.     I  was  not  out  of  the 
uwse,  but  I  understood  they  remained  a  little  while  in  the  yard,  and 
ken  walked  to  the  school-house,  or  place  they  had  previously  provided 
or  the  purpose.    By  some  who  counted  them,  it  was  said  they  were 
iboat  the  number  of  two  hundred  and  forty  or  forty-five,  which  company 
icloded  a  considerable  number  of  strangers.     I  have  stated,  I  think,  in 
my  testimony  in  chief,  the  numbers  that  remained,  and  how  the  Yearly 
Meeting  proceeded  afterwards,  which  may  not  be  necessary  to  repeat. 
Q.  Were  not  a  number  of  persons  who  were  regularly  members  of  the 
MoBthly  Meetings  in  Philadelphia  received  into  membership,  without 
certificates,  by  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Darby,  held  by  those  whom  you 
Bin  Friends,  and  subordinate  to  the  meeting  held  in  Green  and  Cherry 
MlttU? 

A.  There  were  a  number  of  persons  received  in  that  way.  I  think, 
between  ninety  and  one  hundred,  including  their  families.  And,  I  think, 
I  have  pretty  fully  before  shown  the  reasons  for  thus  receiving  them, 
btwi  the  state  the  society  was  then  in;  although  it  was  out.of  the  usual 
Ud  customary  usage  of  society  in  receiving  by  certificates.  We  received 
km,  I  believe,  on  the  same  principle  that  Friends  in  Pennsylvania 
vosld  receive  a  poor  runaway  slave,  who  might  have  escaped  from  the 
hinds  of  a  tyrannical  master,  in  one  of  the  southern  states.  We  be- 
Bered  it  to  be  an  act  of  christian  duty  towards  our  fellow  professors  of 
tte  same  faith,  or  society.  And  further  than  that,  we  were  informed  by 
those  individuals,  or  some  of  them  who  had  come  from  within  the 
iiuts  of  the  southern  district  Monthly  Meeting  in  Philadelphia,  that 
key  had  asked  the  question  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  as  they  could  not 
■joy  their  religious  rights  and  privileges  in  it,  in  peace  and  quietness, 
vhether  they  would  grant  them  certificates  to  some  of  the  neighbouring 
Bsntry  meetings,  without  their  removing  their  situation;  an  account  of 
thick  will  be  found,  and  the  memorial  which  they  presented  to  Pine 
Nreet  Monthly  Meeting,  on  page  209,  of  Cockburn's  Review,  which  has 
tto  made  an  exhibit  in  this  examination.  But  they  could  get  no  satis- 
iction  from  the  Monthly  Meeting,  that  they  would'  be  permitted  an 
idulgence  of  that  kind;  but  on  the  contrary,  the  Orthodox  party  in  that 
loBthly  Meeting  commenced  their  operations  to  deal  with  some  of 
lem  by  visits  from  their  overseers,  Sec,  and  under  these  circumstances 
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they  applied  to  Darby  Monthly  Meeting,  and  were  cordially  receind 
under  their  protection. 

Q.  Would  it  have  been  consistent  with  the  discipline  and  utigti  of 
the  society  to  have  granted  such  certificates? 

A.  The  Monthly  Meeting  certainly  had  the  power  so  to  do. 

Q.  Under  the  discipline  of  the  society? 

A.  I  don't  know  any  particular  discipline  of  the  society  that  drtii 
the  boundary  line,  and  that  says  a  member  shall  live  on  such  a  aide  of 
a  road,  or  the  other  side  of  a  road,  to  belong  to  luch  or  such  i  meet 
ing.  I  know  there  is  a  general  understanding  in  the  society,  that  whes 
a  member  removes  his  residence  within  the  compass  of  another  Monthlf 
Meeting,  he  should  request  and  produce  a  certificate  to  that  Monthly 
Meeting.  But  I  know  that  there  are  many  exceptions  to  this  genenl 
rule;  and  there  are  now  members  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  to  whith  I 
belong,  who  have  long  resided  much  nearer  to  some  other  meetingi,thii 
the  meeting  they  belong  to:  and  as  it  was  their  desire  to  do  ao,  there il 
no  objection  to  it,  nor  is  it  considered  as  any  breach  of  order.  I  beliete, 
in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  they  have  had  some  private  arrangemeoti 
among  themselves,  by  which  they  have  drawn  a  line  for  their  meraben) 
but  this  might  be  considered  what  might  be  called  by-laws  of  their  owi| 
without  any  discipline  in  the  case;  and  even  these  have  not  been  itricdj 
kept  to;  for  even  Isaac  Bonsai,  one  of  their  Orthodox  ministers,  vbo 
belonged  to  the  western  district  Monthly  Meeting,  removed  his  resi- 
dence, and  resided  several  years,  as  I  have  understood,  within  the  limiti 
of  the  southern  district  Monthly  Meeting,  without  removing  his  right 
of  membership  by  certificate.  I  have  also  heard  of  several  other  ci^ 
cumstances  of  a  similar  nature,  but  I  cannot  now  remember  the  ntmei 

Q.  In  the  cases  mentioned  by  you,  in  which  individuals  have  beei 
permitted  to  retain  their  right  of  membership  in  one  Monthly  Meeting, 
although  they  may  have  removed  nearer  to  another  Monthly  Meeting, 
could  they,  consistent  with  the  discipline  and  usages  of  the  society,  \ 
transfer  their  right  of  membership  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  within  1 
whose  limits  they  had  removed,  without  a  certificate  from  the  Moodilf  ] 
Meeting  of  which  they  had  been  members?  ^ 

A.  I  have  fully  shown  before,  that  there  was  no  discipline  provided    j 
for  a  revolution  in  the  society,  and  that  these  cases  which  did  occur  of   j 
that  kind,  arose  out  of  the  state  the  society  was  then  in,  and  was  tbero*    ] 
fore  an  act  of  necessity,  out  of  the  common  usage,  and  not  according  to    • 
the  strict  letter  of  the  discipline.     The  hedge  was  the  discipline  which 
had  been,  as  it  were,  around  the  society,  had  been  broken  down  byi    ; 
small  party  assuming  the  reins  of  government;  the  bonds  of  religiou 
union  were  rent  asunder;  and  therefore  it  was,that  circumstances  of  thb    * 
kind  must  unavoidably  occur,  unless  the  other  part  of  the  society, which 
was  much  the  largest,  should  quietly  submit  to  jeopardize  their  rightl 
of  membership  to  the  mercy  of  a  few  dominant  rulers  of  the  OrthodoK 
party,  especially  while  they  had  the  clerk  of  a  Monthly  Meeting  wA 
the  overseers  on  their  side,  which  they  had  taken  pretty  good  care  ts 
arm  themselves  with,  in  several  of  the  Monthly  Meetings  in  Philadel- 
phia, as  I  have  understood  from  common  report. 

Q.  Without  asking  for  your  opinion  of  the  necessities  of  the  ctie^  I 
must  request  a  plain  answer  to  the  question,  whether  the  right  of  mem- 
bership could  be  transferred  from  one  Monthly  Meeting  to  another,  in 
the  cases  alluded  to  in  my  last  question,  without  certificate,  withont 
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ig  the  discipline  and  usages  of  the  society,  as  that  discipline  had 
theretofore  been  administered? 

'he  discipline  is  an  exhibit — I  may  refer  to  that  for  answer, 
ask  for  the  usages  of  the  society,  as  well  as  the  discipline? 
thought  my  answer  was  full  enough;  but,  however,  I  am  willing 
the  counsel  a  further  answer — that  in  the  former  harmonious 
f  the  society,  under  the  discipline  that  then  existed,  and  that  still 
it  would  have  been  considered  a  departure  from  the  usages  of 
,  and  I  suppose  a  violation  of  the  rule  of  discipline  in  the  case, 
le  foregoing  explanations,  I  hope  it  is  now  understood, 
ou  have  spoken  of  cases  in  which  members  were  permitted  to 
heir  right  of  membership  in  one  Monthly  Meeting,  although 
d  removed  nearer  to  another  Monthly  Meeting,— mntil  the  cases 
to,  have  you  ever  known  any  instances  in  which  a  member,  re- 
rithin  the  acknowledged  compass  of  one  Monthly  Meeting,  with- 
oval,  having  transferred  his  rights  of  membership  to  a  distant 
f  Meeting,  either  with  or  without  certificate? 
don't  know  that  I  have  ever  known  an  instance  of  a  member 
ring  his  rights  any  great  distance,  without  removing  his  situa- 
her  by  a  certificate  or  without  a  certificate,  previous  to  the  cir- 
ices  which  I  have  mentioned;  but  I  think  I  have  heard  of  many 
!8  in  the  country,  where  Friends  have  transferred  their  right  by 
cate^  without  removing  their  situation;  where  they  have  been 
Lted,  as  some  of  the  members  of  our  Monthly  Meeting  that  I 
uded  to,  and  thought  it  convenient  for  them  to  belong  to  another 
f  Meeting,  and  have  had  certificates  without  removal. 
^as  not  one  of  the  individuals  so  received  into  membership  by 
)nthly  Meeting,  under  dealings  in  his  own  Monthly  Meeting,  on 
for  immoral  conduct,  at  the  time  you  received  him? 
he  counsel  will  please  to  state  which  Monthly  Meeting  he  was 

lel.  From  the  southern  district. 

sss.  I  have  stated  before,  that  after  the  Friends  who  came  from 
nthly  Meeting  to  Darby,  requesting  to  be  received  by  us,  the 
»x  at  the  southern  district  Monthly  Meeting,  had  commenced 
erations  of  dealing,  by  visits  of  their  overseers,  &c.  and  I  think 
>t  at  our  Monthly  Meeting  when  the  first  application  was  made 
(ind.  But  some  Friends  of  the  meeting  had  been  apprized,  that 
vidual  thus  making  application,  was  so  circumstanced  as  to  be 
be  under  dealing  in  the  Monthly  Meeting  in  the  southern  dis- 
)ar  Monthly  Meeting  did  not  receive  or  comply  with  the  request 
idividual,  at  that  time;  and  being  desirous  to  satisfy  themselva 
ccasion,  they  appointed  a  committee  of  several  Friends  to  in- 
to the  standing  and  situation  of  the  individual  who  had  thus 
to  be  taken  under  the  care  of  Darby  Monthly  Meeting,  with  his 
family.  Not  being  at  the  Monthly  Meeting,  I  was  not  one  of 
amittee;  but  I  remember  they  reported  at  the  next  Monthly 
,  that  they  had  had  an  interview  with  several  of  the  respectable 
s  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  the  southern  district,  and  that 
■e  fully  satisfied,  that  there  was  no  ground  for  the  complaints  or 
It;  and  perhaps  it  was  something  that  had  arose  out  or  the  con- 
>pinions  of  the  different  parties  in  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  the 
I  district.  That  committee  satisfied  our  Monthly  Meeting  so 
I.— !20 


154 

Tully  on  the  subject,  that  the  individual,  with  his  family,  were  receifcd 
under  our  care. 

Q.  Did  the  committee  make  any  inquiry  of  the  overseers  of  thesoatb- 
em  district  Monthly  Meeting,  who  had  treated  with  the  indiyidaal  and 
preferred  the  charge? 

A.  As  I  was  not  on  that  committee,  I  cannot  be  certain  about  that: 
but  there  is  a  strong  impression  on  my  mind  that  there  was  at  least  one 
of  the  overseers  consulted  on  the  occasion. 

Q.  Was  not  that  individual  disowned  by  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  tbe 
southern  district,  on  the  charge  then  existing  against  him? 

A.  I  can't  tell  as  to  that ;  I  never  was  at  that  Monthly  Meeting  after 
that:  and  have  never  seen  their  testimony  of  disownment,— they  mig^ 
have  disowned  him  and  a  hundred  others;  there  is  no  doubt  but  they 
did  disown  him. 

Q.  Will  you  refer  me  to  the  rule  of  discipline  which  authorizes  oae 
Monthly  Meeting  to  send  a  committee  within  the  limits  of  another 
Monthly  Meeting,  to  inquire  into  their  proceedings  against  an  offendiof 
member,  on  a  charge  of  immoral  conduct;  and  upon  a  report  of  thit 
committee  to  receive  such  member  into  membership,  before  be  hid 
made  satisfaction  to  his  Monthly  Monthly,  and  received  their  certificate  j 

A.  No;  I  don't  pretend  to  plead  any  discipline  in  the  case*  as  I  have  ! 
fully  before  shown,  that  the  discipline  was  inoperative  at  the  time  the*  ] 
circumstances  took  place,  and  which  our  Friends  on  the  opposite  side 
must  acknowledge;  if  we  may  judge  from  their  own  proceedings  io a 
great  variety  of  instances. 

Q.  Is  there  any  rule  of  discipline  which  gives  a  Monthly  Mcetingt 
right  to  dissolve  its  connexion  with^its  own  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  job 
itself  to  another,  without  the  consent  of  its  Quarter? 

A.  I  will  refer  to  the  discipline  itself  on  that  subject,  as  the  best  cri- 
terion to  judge  by. 

Q.  How  far  is  Darby  from  Philadelphia? 

A.  About  seven  miles  and  a  half,  by  the  milestones:  not  more  thansiXf 
from  the  permanent  bridge. 

•Q.  How  many  Monthly  Meetings  were  there  within  the  limits  of  tlie 
city  and  Liberties  of  Philadelphia,  at  the  time  spoken  of  in  a  prcvion 
question? 

A.  There  were  five  at  the  time  spoken  of,  within  the  limits  of  Phili*  j 
delphia  and  Liberties.  .: 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  then  as  saying,  that  these  proceedingi  flf . 
yourself  and  associates,  at  the  period  spoken  of,  were  not  sanctions  bf  : 
the  discipline  of  the  society;  but  justified  in  your  apprehension  in  cor';; 
sequence  of  the  revolution  which  had  taken  place  in  the  society,  not  pr^  ; 
vided  for  by  the  discipline.? 

A.  I  think  that  must  have  been  the  understanding  that  our  Montblf  ■ 
Meeting  had  at  that  time :  that  it  was  an  act  of  necessity  and  chiiatUf  ' 
duty. 

Q.  Were  these  proceedings  sanctioned  and  united  with  in  sendmeiti 
by  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets,  and  its  conifr 
tuent  branches? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  the  subject  was  ever  officially  laid  before  the 
Yearly  Meeting.  It  seems  to  me  that  these  circumstances  might  han 
been  stated  by  individuals  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  held  in  Tenth-month, 
at  Green  street,  and  owing  to  the  peculiar  tried  situation  that  many  partt 
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of  the  society  was  then  in,  where  the  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meetings 
had  not  then  divided,  that  there  was  some  kind  of  sanction  given  to 
those  proceedings  that  had  then  taken  place;  and  it  continued  to  be 
practised  in  Cherry  street  and  Green  street  Monthly  Meetings,  in  re- 
ceiTing  those  members  without  formal  certificates,  who  had  become  un- 
-  easy  in  the  Orthodox  Monthly  Meetings,  and  wished  to  unite  with 
Friendsi  and  knew  that  they  could  not  get  their  rights  transferred  in  the 
former  customary  way  by  a  formal  certificate:  and  I  have  been  at  Cherry 
afreet  Monthly  Meeting,  (or  rather  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia 
held  at  Cherry  street,  which  is  the  title  of  it,  I  think,)  where  ten,  twen- 
tfy  thirty,  and  on  one  occasion,  forty-five  individuals  were  received  in 
one  meeting  on  their  own  application.  But,  I  think,  there  is  no  instance 
come  to  my  knowledge  of  receiving  a  member  from  another  Monthly 
.  Meeting  of  Friends  in  connexion  with  our  Yearly  Meeting,  without  a 
cerdficate.  We  consider  the  discipline  obligatory  on  us  in  that  respect, 
as  it  formerly  was,  before  the  present  difficulties  arose  in  the  Society  of 
Friends. 

Q.  Hi^  the  Darby  Monthly  Meeting,  of  which  you  are  a  member, 
formed  a  branch  of  that  Yearly  Meeting  since  its  institution  ? 

A.  It  is  a  branch  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  which  is 
now  held  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets,  and  considers  itself  a  branch  of 
the  same  Yearly  Meeting  that  it  has  been  a  component  part  of  for  near 
one  hand  red  and  fifty  years. 

Q.  When  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia  was  first  established, 
^  it  inclade  any  meeting  belonging  to  a  pre-existing  Yearly  Meeting? 
A.  The  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia  was  first  established  at  Bur- 
Bngton,  as  I  have  stated  in  my  testimony  in  chief,  by  Burlington  Month- 
ly Meeting,  and  I  suppose  they  considered  themselves  members  of  the 
Society  of  Friends^  but  what  Yearly  Meetings  they  considered  them- 
selves accountable  to,  I  don't  know.    I  think  there  were  two  Yearly 
Meetings  established  on  this  continent  previous  to  that  period,  but  to 
vhich  of  them  they  laid  claim,  I  cannot  say.    I  am  not  very  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  historical  facts  in  relation  to  the  origin  of  Yearly 
Meetings  on  this  continent:  but  I  do  not  find  that  Burlington  Monthly 
Meeting  consulted  any  other  Yearly  Meeting,  in  the  establishment  of 
^     vhat  is  now  called  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  &c.     I  suppose, 
^   Friends,  in  their  early  settlement  on  this  continent,  wherever  they  were 
r   located,  so  as  to  conveniently  form  a  compact  of  their  own,  they  had  a 
right  to  organize  a  Yearly  Meeting,  and  did  so.     Therefore,  as  I  have 
Mated  before,  that  there  was  no  discipline  for  the  establishment  of  Year- 
ly Meetings,  each  Yearly  Meeting  of  itself  being  an  independent  body, 
lud  a  right  to  form  their  own  code  of  laws,  and  discipline,  for  the  go- 
vernment of  their  own  members,  in  all  their  subordinate  meetings;  and 
I  believe  this  right  has  never  been  conceded  by  any  one  Yearly  Meeting 
to  another;  not  even  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  London,  where  the  society 
Brst  rose,  and  were  gathered  out  of  the  various  sects,  and  from  the  Pro- 
testant churches  of  that  day, — although  they  were  each  separate  and 
^dependent  bodies,  for  their  mutual  comfort  and  edification,  they  have 
kept  up  an  epistolary  and  brotherly  correspondence  with  each  other, 
'    BBtil  the  interruptions  that  have  taken  place  within  a  few  years  past, 
owing  to  the  causes  that  I  have  already  largely  stated. 
Q.  You  speak  of  this  being  the  same  Yearly  Muting^  that  originated 
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in  Burlington  more  than  150  years  ago,  and  haft  been  continued  down  to 
the  present  time;  how  long  has  it  been  held  at  Green  and  Cherry  streeti? 

A.  That  has  been  already  stated  when  it  was  first  held  at  Green  ud 
Cherry  streets,  and  the  reasons  given  why  it  was  held  there;  by  tbe 
former  place  of  meeting  being  secured  by  bolts  and  locks,  by  a  mifioritf 
who  had  assumed  the  reins  of  government. 

Q.  Does  it  keep  a  record  of  its  proceedings? 

A.  It  certainly  does  so. 

Q.  Had  the  meeting  not  previously  been  held  in  Arch  street,  for  Hiaif 
yeafs? 

A.  Yes.  That  Yearly  Meeting  had  been  held  in  Arch  street  for  nuy 
years. 

Q.  Was  there  any  entry  made  in  the  records  of  the  meeting  held  it 
Arch  street,  of  its  removal  to  Green  and  Cherry  streets? 

A.  I  have  not  the  minutes  in  possession — I  have  not  been  clerk  of 
that  Yearly  Meeting,  and  I  do  not  know  what  account  was  first  ititd 
on  the  minutes,  nor  how  they  have  been  kept  of  its  proceedings;  Imt  I 
believe  the  address,  which  was  first  issued  from  the  conference^  held  it 
Green  street,  with  all  the  transactions  that  took  place  in  relation  to  this 
circumstance,  are  recorded  on  the  minutes. 

Q.  Of  the  meeting  held  in  Arch  street  at  the  time? 

A.  No.  Of  the  meeting  held  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets  of  couie. 
It  is  well  known,  as  I  have  clearly  stated  Ijefore,  that  Samuel  Bettlewti 
imposed  upo««  the  meeting  as  clerk,  contrary  to  the  voice  of  a  Ur|e 
majority  of  that  meeting,  and  the  difficulties  that  followed:  and  if 
course  he  retained  the  minutes,— -the  former  minutes  of  the  Tesrif 
Meedng,  in  his  possession.  And  I  have  also  stated  in  my  testimony  ii 
chief,  when  the  Yearly  Meeting  vrvisjirst  held  at  Green  street,  and  how 
it  was  held.  But  toe  don't  date  the  origin  of  that  Yearly  Meetiof 
merely  to  that  period,  but  to  the  period  when  it  was  first  established 
by  Burlington  Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Will  the  witness  state  by  what  record  it  appears  to  be  a  contiasi- 
tion  of  that  meeting? 

A.  I  state  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  as  it  stood;  and  the  former 
minutes  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  being  kept  from  us. 

Q.  Did  I  misapprehend  the  witness  in  understanding  him  distinctly 
to  say,  that  the  establishment  of  this  meeting  grew  out  of  the  necefli- 
ties  of  the  case,  and  the  revolution  in  the  society  which  had  compelled 
those  composing  it,  to  transcend  the  discipline  in  the  various  casei 
stated? 

A.  In  part,  the  witness  was  misapprehended — the  necessities  of  the 
case,  in  the  various  instances  that  I  have  stated,  compelled  Friends  te 
reorganize  the  Yearly  Meeting,  whose  harmony  and  peace  we  coufc* 
dered  had  been  broken  up  by  the  various  infractions  of  the  disciplte 
and  conduct  of  the  Orthodox  party. 

Q.  Was  it  reorganized,  and  does  it  now  act  under  the  discipline  of 
the  infractions  of  which  you  complain? 

A.  It  was  so  reorganized,  and  is  now  sustained  by  all  the  Qaartflrtf 
Meetings,  it  formerly  was,  and  maintains  its  discipline,  as  it  formeiif 
stood,  with  a  few  variations  in  some  particular  instances  where  the  db- 
cipline  has  been  altered  by  general  consent,  as  it  had  always  heretobie 
been  subject  to  alterations,  as  the  circumstances  of  society  seemed  to 
require  it. 
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Q.  Are  the  adjournments  of  the  meetings  always  entered  upon  its  re- 
:ord8? 

A.  They  are  to. 

Q.  Was  there  any  proposition  made  to  the  meeting,  held  in  Arch 
ikreet  in  Fourth-month,  18279  to  adjourn  the  meeting  to  a  different 
dme  and  place  from  what  it  usually  had  been  adjourned  to,  or  was  any 
nch  minute  made? 

A.  I  hare  stated  before  in  my  testimony  in  chief,  that  there  was  a 
Biaute  of  adjournment  made  at  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Fourth-month, 
1837,  to  meet  again  at  the  usual  time,  ^*  if  the  Lord  permit,''  I  think 
wtrt  the  words  of  it. 

Q.  Was  there  any  proposition  made  to  make  a  different  minute? 

A.  No.  I  think  there  was  no  such  proposition  made  at  that  time. 
t  was  pretty  evident  then,  to  a  pretty  large  body  of  those  then  col- 
ected,  that  a  reorganization  of  the  meeting,  upon  its  ancient  pacific 
irinciples,  must  necessarily  take  place. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  ten  o'clock. 

Friday  morning,  March  4th,  1831,  at  10  o'clock.  Cross-examination 
ii  Halliday  Jackson  continued.    Present  the  same  as  yesterday. 

Question  by  Mr.  Shan.  Had  that  meeting  previously  been  held  at  dif* 
bent  placet? 

A.  Yet.  It  had  been  held  at  different  places.  If  necessary,  I  can 
Boition  the  placet  where  it  had  been  held.  It  wat  originally  held  at 
hiiingttm— then  moved  to  Philadelphia,  I  can't  tell  the  year  without 
icferring  to  the  discipline.  I  attended  it  several  times;  and  when  I  first 
ideDded,  I  think  it  was  held  at  Pine  street  meeting  house;  somewhere 
Mar  thirty  years  ago  it  was  moved  to  the  North  meeting  house,  where 
itwu  held  for  several  years,  in  Keys'  alley.  After  those  buildings 
■en  pat  up  on  Arch  ttreet,  it  was  agreed  to  be  held  there,  where  it  re- 
Bdned  to  be  held  till  the  Yearly  MeeUng  of  1827. 

Q.  Did  you.erer  before  know  of  an  instance  of  a  change  being  made 
in  the  time  or  place  of  holding  the  Yearly  Meeting,  without  its  being 
[lablicly  proporcd  and  agreed  upon  by  the  meeting,  and  a  minute  made 
of  it  on  the  records? 

A  No.  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  recollect  hearing  of  such  a  circum- 
Miace  taking  place  before.  Neither  had  I  ever  before  known  the  same 
Bluet  to  operate,  to  produce  such  a  change  of  holding  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  and  I  hope  never  to  see  it  again.  There  was  one  circum- 
Naace  took  place,  at  the  time  of  the  yellow  fever  in  1798, 1  think,  which 
t  May  have  before  stated :  when  a  very  small  number  of  Friends  assem- 
Uedy  at  I  have  understood,  and  agreed  to  adjourn,  or  hold  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  I  think,  in  Twelfth-month  of  that  year;  when  it  was  agreed 
tt  be  held  afterwards  in  Fourth-month. 

Q.  Did  not  the  meeting  at  that  time  regularly  convene  at  the  usual 
Hm  and  place;  and  was  it  not  opened  by  the  clerk,  and  the  representa- 
Btct  called  over;  and  the  adjournment  agreed  upon  by  the  meeting;  and 
iMimite  made  of  it  by  the  clerk;  notwithstanding  the  danger  to  be  ap- 
UtiiUidijd  from  their  proximity  to  the  disease  then  prevailing? 

A.  I  wat  not  at  that  meeting— I  was  then  living  in  the  state  of  New 
Rovki  tad  I  have  never  seen  the  minutes  of  that  Yearly  Meeting,  and  I 
tdl  what  took  place,  further  than  I  have  related ;  but  I  am  will- 
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ing  to  tayi  that  I  think  it  it  very  probata  that  that  was  the  courte 
was  taken. 

Q.  Wat  thei^  not  a  Yearly  Meeting  held  at  the  utoal  time  and 
in  the  city  of  Philadelphia  in  the  year  1838,  pursuant  to  that  adji 
xnent  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  IBSTy  by  those  wh^  claimed  to- 
Society  of  Friends  ? 

A.  I  did  not  attend  such  a  Yearly  Meeting.    But  it  -was 
that  those  who  are  called  the  Orthodox  part  of  society,  assembled  ati 
time,  and  held  a  meeting;  which,  as  I  have  heard,  was  attended 
by  about  six  hundred  on  the  men's  side,  or  between  six  and  seven  luok] 
dred.    And  this  declaration,  which  is  made  an  Exhibit  in  thin  caM% 
[No.  43,]  appears  to  be  the  fruit  of  some  of  their  laborious  exerdis^ 
and  their  great  loving-kindness  towards  us.  k 

Q.  Had  those  persons,  who  are  reputed  to  have  held  that  meetfa|b  j 
been  disowned,  or  in  any  way  deprived  of  their  rights  in  the  SociHf  j|j 
Friends,  at  the  time  of  holding  such  meeting?  ,    -, 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of.  I  have  stated  before,  that  vte  diaowoffid  ■W 
on  account  of  the  separation  that  had  taken  place— but  were  willina  tln 
should  exercise  their  right  of  private  judgment,  and  liberty  of  cMp 
science,  which  we  claimed  for  ourselves.  We  conside^^d  that  dn 
.  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia  (^  Pennsylvania,"  &c.)  was  then  dfafr 
itd  into  two  separate  and  distinct  bodies,  and  each  were  claiming,  to^ 
the  Society  of  Friends.  .vi 

Q.  Did  your  party,  either  in  Sixth  or  Tenth*month|  18S7,  or.  ftl|N| 
of  dieir  subsequent  meetings,  make  any  effort  to  meet  at  the  bonao  m 
Arch  street,  or  any  request  that  the  privilege  of  the  use  of  it  ahmddlift 
granted  to  them  for  that  purpose  ?  •  > « 

A.  I  cannot  say  whether  there  was  ever  any  formal  request  mada.er 
not*  in  any  official  way;  because  there  was  no  opportunity  of  reqnesdag 
it  of  them  as  a  body,  met  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity,  previous  to  ths 
'  time  of  holding  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  Tenth-month.     But  I  think  I 
have  understood  that  individuals  were  spoken  to  in  the  city,  but  there 
was  no  kind  of  encouragement  given — but  on  the  contrary,  it  was  wdl 
secured  with  locks  and  bolts;  and  an  additional  fence  put  up  inside  of  tk 
yard,  in  order  to  render  it  more  inaccessible  from  an  entrance,  I  thiik, 
that  went  in  through  a  private  house,  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  lot.  All 
it  was  also  currently  reported  then,  that  they  kept  a  guard,  a  man  le 
guard  it  at  night.    But  I,  myself,  spoke  to  Samuel  Bettlt,  we  bothstf 
at  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Eighth-month  of  that  year,  and  in  soM 
pleasant  conversation  respecting  the  divisions  that  had  taken  place  ii 
several  of  the  Quarters,  he  observed  to  me,  that  he  thought  it  was  bill 
that  Friends  in  some  places  would  not  let  them  (the  Orthodox  partjf) 
have  their  houses  to  meet  in.     I  told  him,  that  I  thought  there  wasao* 
an  opportunity  of  them  setting  an  example  for  a  mutual  accommodatifil 
of  each  other— that  we  wanted  a  house  to  hold  a  Yearly  Meeting  iii|  ii 
Tenth-month;  and  that  if  they  would  let  us  have  Arch  street  house  to 
meet  in  for  that  time,  until  we  got  better  provided,  it  would  be  a  great 
accommodation  to  us;  and,  I  thought,  we  should  not  make  any  further 
claim  on  the  property  on  the  account  of  that  accommodation,  or  words 
nearly  to  that  effect.     But  he  answered  that  it  would  not  do,  for  two  dis- 
tinct bodies  to  meet  and  occupy  the  same  house.     And,  therefore,  it 
seemed  aa  if  his  rule,  or  remark  which  he  had  first  made  to  me,  would 
only  work  on  one  side,  to  accommodate  himself  and  his  own  party,  [On 
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;  again  to  the  question,  the  witness  says:]  As  to  any  effortf  I 

lere  was  no  effort  made,  as  I  recollect.    I  remember  in  one  of 

tings,  either  in  Tenth-month,  or  in  Fourth-month  following, 

s  a  proposition  made  to  send  our  Orthodox  brethren  a  friendly 

tionate  epistle;  but  it  was  thought  by  the  meeting  at  large,  from 

duct  towards  us,  in  the  general,  they  were  not  then  in  a  dispo- 

receive  it — as  I  think  this  declaration  (Exhibit  43)  must  fully 

ery  person  who  may  read  it^-^and  it  was  therefore  concluded  to 

t  that  time. 

ere  you  not  all  freely  permitted  to  remain  in  the  Yearly  Meeting 

untU  its  close  ? 

b;  we  were  permitted  to  do  so;  and  we  had  a  right  to  do  so;  and 

a  there  had  any  right  to  deprive  us  of  that  privilege. 

as  the  slightest  effort  made,  to  prevent  the  exercise  of  that 

hink  I  have  fully  shown  before,  that  we  were  deprived  of  the 
of  our  rights  and  privileges,  by  the  arbitrary  measures  which 
y  in  that  meeting  had  pursued.  But  as  to  rejecting  us  a  seat  in 
^  I  believe  there  was  no  effort  made  of  that  kind.  There  was 
^,  however,  that  occurs  to  my  mind,  y'nich  I  particularly  noticed 
articular  meeting,  that  the  meeting  was  very  large,  and  some  of 
gs  very  much  crowded,  and  our  Orthodox  brethren  being  fond^ 
gh  seats,  and  they  were  very  polite  and  expert  in  accommoda- 
r  own  party  on  those  seats;  but  the  others  might  get  seats  where 
Id  best  find  them. 

fore  the  close  of  that  Yearly  Meeting,  had  you  not  fully  deter- 
pon  holding  the  meeting  in  Sixth-month,  and  decided  upon 
reet  as  the  place  of  assembling? 

[link  there  was  no  conclusion  come  to  of  that  kind  until  Seventh- 
r  the  rise  of  the  Yearly  Meeting;  that  is,  of  holding  the  meeting 
month. 

.d  not  the  conclusion  to  hold  a  meeting  been  agreed  upon  ? 
lave  fully  stated  before  the  progress  of  the  different  coii|erence8| 
'ess  which  was  prepared,  which  I  have  offered  as  an  exhibit, 
as  under  consideration  at  the  several  conferences,  but  not  finally 
until  after  the  rise  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  that  year,  when  it 

concluded,  to  have  another  friendly  conference  in  Sixth-month, 
.ve  the  Quarterly  or  Monthly  Meetings,  belonging  to  a  Yearly 
» the  power  of  themselves  to  change  the  time  and  place  of  hold- 
Yearly  Meeting,  or  does  that  power  vest  in,  and  must  it  be  ex- 
y,  the  Yearly  Meeting  itself  ? 

tated  before  several  times,  that  there  was  no  discipline,  I  think, 
1  to  the  establishment  of  a  Yearly  Meeting,  and  if  any  circum- 
:curred  that  would  require  a  change  of  time  and  place,  a  general 
on  of  the  Quarterly  Meetings,  in  my  apprehension,  would  cer- 
ive  the  power  to  do  so:  because  it  is  the  people  that  makes  the 
leeting.  It  cannot  be  supposed,  that  a  house,  composed  of 
id  mortar,  is  what  constitutes  a  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  Society 
Is,  or  identifies  it  as  such  a  body.    This  would  be  following  the 

of  some  other  christian  professors,  who  say,  I  suppose,  that  the 

meet  for  worship  in,  is  the  church. 

the  instance  alluded  to,  the  /irst  instance  of  which  you  have  any 
gtf  in  which  this  power  has  been  exercised? 
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A.  I  have  staled  in  a  preYions  answer,  I  think,  what  won 
answer  to  that  question;  that  I  hare  never  known  such  an  instan< 

Q*  Prerions  to  the  year  1837,  did  you.  ever  know  a  Yearly 
to  be  set  np  and  held  within  the  limits  of  an  eiustin^  Yearly 
and  composed  of  its  members,  without  its  consent  bemg  first  < 

A*  I  think  the  same  answer  will  apply  to  that  question;  th 
not  known  such  an  instance,  within  my  knowledge,  nor  the  saB 
■ity  to  produce  such  a  result. 

Q.  So  far  as  your  knowledge  extends,  am  I  to  understand  tl 
in  all  such  cases,  that  consent  had  been  obtained? 

A.  Since  my  time,  there  have  been  two  new  Yearly  Bfeetii 
blished  on  this  continent,  Ohio  and  Indiana>-«when  a  sufficient 
of  Friends  became  settled  on  the  western  she  of  the  mountains 
sylyania  and  Ohio,  they  were  considered  aa  being  members  of  tli 
Meeting  of  Baltimore,  being  most  conyenient  to  them.  The  < 
on  the  western  side  of  the  mountains  associated  together,  and  \ 
believe,  among  themseWes,  to  hold  a  Yearly  Meeting,  and  prop 
subject  to  Baltimore  Yearly  Meeting,  their  own  Yearly  Mec 
consideration  and  mutual  agreement  The  society  was  then  in  ] 
and  peace,  and  it  was  mutually  agreed  that  they  should  hold 
Meeting  in  Ohio;  and  hence  they  assembled  in  a  Yearly  Meetii 
city,  Jbecaroe  an  independent  body,  adopted  in  form  their  own  d 
for  the  goTemment  of  their  subordinate  meetings,  and  to  regul 
own  priKeedings:  and  in  the  course  of  a  few  years,  Friends  still  i 
further  to  the  westward,  and  many  meetings  of  Friends  becam 
several  hundred  miles  from  where  the  Yearly  Meeting  was  heU 
also  concluded  it  would  be  convenient  to  them  to  have  a  Yeariy 
down  in  the  state  of  Indiana:  they  accordingly  associated  togetl 
posed  the  subject  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Ohio,  which  they  wc 
bers  of,  and  it  was  finally  concluded  that  they  should  hold  i 
Meeting  there;  which  accordingly  became  an  independent  b< 

Sivemed  its  own  proceedings.     These  are  the  only  two  neu 
eetings  that  I  remember  to  have  been  established  in  that  way 

Q.  Was  not  that  subject  or  proposition  from  the  meetings  in 
to  the  Ohio  Yearly  Meeting  held  under  advisement  for  several 

A.  I  was  not  at  the  Yearly  Meeting  at  the  time ;  but  I  thin 
understood  it  was  put  ofi^,  perhaps  one  year:  I  am  not  sure  whett 
or  not,  but  I  think  I  have  understood  that  Friends  in  the  lowei 
Ohio,  and  in  the  state  of  Indiana,  were  determined  upon  having  i 
Meeting  of  their  own,  and  that  the  next  year  it  was  agreed  to 
neral  consent  of  the  Yearly  Meeting.  There  was  no  schism 
Friends  at  that  time,  and  they  were  desirous  to  move  in  the  ha; 

Q.  You  have  given  an  opinion  as  to  the  power  of  Monthly  ao 
terly  Meetings  to  associate  together,  and  change  the  time  and 
holding  the  Yearly  Meeting:  am  I  to  understand  you  that  the  di 
confers  upon  them  any  such  power? 

A.  I  have  not  stated  that  there  was  any  provision  of  that  kii 
in  the  discipline ;  as  I  have  frequently  said,  there  was  no  proviui 
in  the  discipline  for  a  revolution  in  the  society:  and  my  opinim 
respect  was  predicated  on  the  right  of  the  peoplCf  by  a  generid 
tion,  to.  act  according  to  circumstances,  when  circumstances  o 
which  peqvired  their  thus  acting,  for  the  general  welfare  of  soci 

Q.  Is  the  meeting  which  you  have  established  in  Green  and 
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leknowledged  as  a  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  by 
hose  Yearly  Meetings  of  the  society  in  which  a  separation  has 
n  place,  to  wit:  by  London,  Dublin,  New  England,  Virginia,  and 
'arolina;  or  is  it  in  correspondence  with  either  of  them? 
le  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  &c.  which  is  held  in  Green 
rry  streets,  and  continues  to  be  held  there,  continues  its  usual  cor- 
ence  with  the  ancient  Yearly  Meeting  of  Baltimore,  and  the  Yearly 
;  of  Friends  of  New  York,  and  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  of 
ad  with  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  of  Indiana;  and  it  also 
art  was  disposed  to  continue  its  correspondence  in  a  friendly 
with  the  other  Yearly  Meetings  which  the  counsel  has  mentioned: 
Orthodox  Friends  in  Philadelphia,  in  their  great  loving-kind- 
[  tender  mercies  towards  us,  have  been  very  industrious  in  send- 
r  declarations,  their  epistles,  letters,  and  pamphlets  of  various 
rhich  are  calculated  to  destroy  our  religious  standing  and  repu- 
i  a  society  of  professing  christians ;  I  say,  they  have  been  very 
ous  in  sending  these  papers  abroad,  in  order,  not  only  to  preju- 
friends  in  distant  Yearly  Meetings  against  continuing  or  holding 
ly  correspondence  with  us,  but  also  to  prejudice  the  minds  of 
ligious  societies  against  us.  Hence  we  find  their  pamphlets  lay- 
lany  of  the  public  houses  and  hotels,  when  we  travel  into  distant 
thich  I  have  been  a  witness  to  in  some  instances;  and  I  have 
r  a  great  deal. of  that  being  done,  when  I  have  not  travelled, 
ive  also,  in  their  travels  through  the  country,  under  a  cloak  of 
Ling  religious  visits,  tried  to  prejudice  our  friends  abroad  against 
for  instance,  BartlK>lomew  Wistar,  who  sits  near  me,  when  he 
irelUng  through  Ohio  as  companion  for  Elizabeth  Robson,  I  am 
d  by  a  letter  from  a  Friend  in  that  state,  was  in  the  habit  of  read- 
irge  companies,  letters  and  accounts  which  they  had  with  them, 
ed  to  destroy  my  religious  standing,  as  well  as  a  number  of  other 
f  who  perhaps  stood  quite  as  high  as  himself,  and  deservedly  so. 
read  in  those  companies  some  account  he  had  written  down,  of 
rsation  said  to  have  taken  place  between  himself,  three  or  four 
f  his  party,  and  Elias  Hicks;  making  high  charges  against  Elias 
and  calculated,  in  the  view  of  strangers,  to  destroy  his  religious 
er  as  a  minister  and  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends.  Hence, 
sd  of  ex  parte  evidence,  our  Friends  in  those  Yearly  Meetings 
;  counsel  has  mentioned,  became  prejudiced  against  us,  and  de- 
iieir  correspondence  with  us  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity:  of 
:heir  acknowledgment  of  us  ceases,  as  this  epistolary  way  is  the 
y  of  acknowledgment. 

ad  any  such  acknowledgment  ever  been  made  towards  the  meetp 
I  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets,  by  the  meetings  referred  to? 
had  always  been  continued  with  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsyl- 
:c*  which  is  now  held  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets,  by  the  great 
society,  until  this  interruption  took  place;  and  no  doubt,  at  all, 
nfluence  of  the  misrepresentations  which  our  Orthodox  Friends 
ide  respecting  us:  and  which  interruption  took  place  soon  after 
rly  Meeting  held  in  1827. 

id  that  body  of  persons  of  whom  you  speak,  ever  receive  in  any 
m  the  Yearly  Meetings  referred  to,  any  acknowledgment  what- 
lat  they  were  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  of  Pennsylvania,  8cc. 
they  ever  been  treated  with  as  such  by  them? 
II.— 21 
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A.  My  recollection  wont  serve  me  as  to  all  those  Yearly  Meetingt 
There  were  communications,  I  think,  from  several  of  them,  if  not  a& 
We  had  addressed  epistles  to  all  those  Yearly  Meetings  from  car  Ye» 
ly  Meeting  since  it  has  been  held  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets ;  seveni 
of  them,  and  perhaps  all,  I  cannot  recollect,  returned  thosie  epistles,  per 
haps  with  some  note  to  the  clerk.     The  Yearly  Meeting  of  London  rr 
turned  the  first  epistle,  and  I  think,  there  was  a  communication  accoM* 
panied  it,  containing  an  extract  from  a  letter  or  epistle  from  the  Meetn| 
for  Sufferings  of  Philadelphia,  giving  them  their  account  of  that  part  a 
the  society  that  we  call  Friends,  which  I  should  be  willing  to  do  thea 
the  honour  to  have  recorded,  if  I  had  it  at  command.     They  called  m 
separatists,  and  made  use,  I  think,  of  other  opprobrious  terms,  and  Mat- 
ed, I  think,  (and  it  was  written,  I  suppose,  at  the  time  of  our  Yearif 
Meeting,)  that  a  meeting  of  the  separatists  was  then  sitting  in  Philadd* 
phia.     The  character,  however,  they  gave  us  was  such,  that  it  prejt"  I 
diced  the  minds  of  Friends  in  that  Yearly  Meeting  so  much  against  ■% 
that  they  declined  reading  our  epistle  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  md  i«* 
turned  it  to  our  clerk,  accompanied  by  this  extract,  as  the  evidence  ef 
the  facts  which  they  had  therein  stated.    Of  course,  there  was  noJC-  I 
knowledgment  of  our  Yearly  Meeting  that  year.  < 

[noon.] 

[The  witness  proceeds  ip  his  answer.]  Neither  has  there  been  anyu- 
knowledgment  of  it  since,  from  that  or  any  of  the  other  Yearly  Mec^ 
ings  referred  to  in  that  question,  that  I  recollect,  by  any  epistle,  in-the 
former  customary  way.  Neither  do  I  consider  that  it  is  absolutely  ne* 
cessary  to  the  existence  of  a  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  Society  of  Friend^ 
that  there  should  be  this  kind  of  acknowledgment.  This  has  heretofore 
been  a  kind  of  brotherly  salutation  between  the  different  Yearly  Meet* 
ings  held  on  this  continent,  and  that  held  in  England;  but,  I  think,  there 
have  been  some  exceptions  to  this  general  rule.  A  Yearly  Meeting  hu 
existed  in  Dublin,  Ireland,  from  which  I  have  heard  epistles  read,  is 
some  of  the  Yearly  Meetings  on  this  continent,  but  I  never  remember  of 
hearing  one  read  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  previous  to  the 
year  1827,  nor  since  that  time.  But,  of  course,  it  would  not  follow  thit 
we  did  not  acknowledge  them  as  a  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  Society  of 
Friends:  I  think  I  remember  another  instance,  perhaps  some  twenty 
years  ago,  or  thereaway,  when  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia,  did 
not  address  an  epistle  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  London  in  that  yeir. 
I  remember  a  Friend,  who  was  appointed  on  the  committee  to  prepare 
epistles,  informed  me,  that  way  did  not  open  in  his  mind  for  it;  aadl 
think  I  am  correct  when  I  say,  there  was  no  epistle  sent  that  year.  Bet 
it  could  be  by  no  means  inferred  from  that,  that,  we  did  not  acknowledge 
them  as  the  Society  of  Friends;  so  that  I  am  fully  satisfied  in  my  owe 
mind,  that  tlie  interruption  that  has  happened  to  this  friendly  corrt- 
spondence  with  several  of  the  Yearly  Meetings,  has  been  produced  by  the 
misrepresentations  of  our  Orthodox  Friends  which  I  have  already  men- 
tioned; and,  I  think,  it  is  due  to  the  cause  in  this  place  to  mention  an- 
other instance,  where  they  made  the  attempt,  but  did  not  succeed  in  the 
design.  Our  Yearly  Meeting,  which  occurred  in  Tenth-month,  address- 
ed an  epistle  to  Baltimore  Yearly  Meeting  as  usual;  the  Meeting  for 
Sufferings  of  Philadelphia,  from  whence  a  great  deal  of  this  disturbance 
has  originated,  were  on  the  alert  to  apprize  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings 
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Jtimore  of  the  circumstance  of  our  sending  them  an  epistle,  if  pos- 

to  prevent  its  being  received  by  that  Yearly  Meeting.  But  both 
lieeting  for  Sufferings  in  Baltimore^  as  also  the  Yearly  Meeting, 
not  to  be  dictated  to  by  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  in  Philadelphia, 
rere  disposed  to  judge  for  themselves.  They  were  our  neighbours, 
»aratively  speaking,  with  other  Yearly  Meetings;  there  was  a  con- 
intercourse  between  many  of  the  active  members  of  that  Yearly 
ing,  and  the  members  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Philadelphia* 

were  acquainted  with  all  the  circumstances  of  the  difiiculties,-^ 
knew  the  disposition  of  the  dominant  party  here,  to  govern  the  so- 
^and  they  did  not  choose  to  come  under  such  a  yoke  of  bondage,'and 
therefore,  almost  unanimously,  accepted  our  epistle,  and  answered 
one  of  brotherly  affection  and  love ;  and  while  I  am  on  the  subject  of 
more,  I  would  wish  to  add  a  little,  in  reference  to  a  previous  ques- 
-which  did  not  occur  to  me  at  the  time,  respecting  the  adjoum- 
s  of  Yearly  Meetings.  I  have  stated,  that  a  small  party  in  that 
ing  consisting  of  those  called  Orthodox,  seceded  from  it,  about  the 
lie  of  the  week;  one  or  two  of  their  members  announced  their  inten- 

of  meeting  at  a  school-house  in  the  neighbourhood  the  next  mom- 

They  made  no  minute  of  adjournment,  nor  do  I  recollect  that  they 
any  thing  about  euijouming  in  the  Yearly  Meeting;  but  I  was  after- 
8  informed,  that  they  met  accordingly,  organized,  what  they  called 
uiy  Meeting,  and  held  it  during  the  remaining  sessions  of  the  gene- 
early  Meeting  of  Baltimore,  and  within  the  limits  of  the  city. 

Did  they  not  declare  that  they  were  withdrawing,  not  for  the  pur- 
of  aefjmummgy  but  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  the  sittings  of  the 
ly  Meeting  of  Friends? 

I  don't  remember  that  they  made  that  declaration  when  they  pro- 
i  meeting  at  the  school-house,  and  unth  a  view  of  holding  a  Yearly 
Lfi|i§^,*-«I  think  they  held  up,  though  I  don't  remember  their  words; 
ge  Jones,  an  English  minister,  who  was  in  Baltimore  at  that  time, 
red  his  intentions  of  withdrawing,  I  think,  on  Second-day  afternoon, 
emember  right;  but  only  one  Friend  of  Baltimore,  I  think,  follow- 
m:  and,  I  suppose,  they  felt  themselves  too  weak,  to  hold  a  Yearly 
ing,  until  the  rest  of  their  party  concluded  to  leave  the  Yearly 
ing  and  assemble  with  them. 

Have  not  the  several  Yearly  Meetings  alluded  to,  issued  their  mi- 
1  or  declarations,  stating  that  they  do  not  consider  the  meeting  held 
reen  and  Cherry  streets,  annually,  or  those  that  correspond  with  it, 
rming  any  part  of  the  religious  Society  of  Friends? 

I  think  I  have  seen  several  declarations,  or  epistles,  or  whatever 
might  choose  to  call  them,  of  that  nature,  which  had  the  appearance 
ling  the  acts  of  some  of  those  Yearly  Meetings,  I  can't  say  how 
r|  and  all,  I  apprehend,  founded  upon  the  ex  parte  evidence  of  our 
sing  brethren;  in  that  respect  we  consider  ourselves  a  persecuted 
le.  And  we  have  not  felt  disposed  to  resort  to  the  same  weapons, 
■ecriminate  them  by  declarations  of  the  same  nature  in  an  official 
from  our  Yearly  Meeting.  We  hope  the  time  will  come  when  our 
ids  abroad  will  become  better  informed,  and  will  see  by  our  conduct 
we  are  yet  the  religious  Society  of  Friends;  and  find  out  that  they 
been  grossly  imposed  upon  by  the  misrepresentations  of  car  enemies; 
lay  of  them  I  believe,  if  I  am  rightly  informed,  in  some  of  those 
If  llcetbigti  and  especially  in  England  and  Ireland,  are  beginning 
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to  get  their  eyes  opened,  and  find  that  they  have  been  mistaken  respect- 
ing U8.  The  misrepresentation  respecting  us,  if  hich  condnues  to  be 
exercised  by  letter  writing  and  otherwise,  has  promoted  a  spirit  of  in- 
quiry, that  I  have  no  doubt  will  finally  be  an  advantage  to  us. 

Q.  Do  the  meetings  within  the  limits  of,  and  held  in  subordinatioB 
to,  those  Yearly  Meetings,  either  receive  from  or  grant  to  the  meetings 
held  in  subordination  to  the  meeting  held  in  Green  and  Cherry  streetSp 
and  acknowledging  it  as  a  Yearly  Meeting,  certificates  of  membership 
in  cases  of  removal? 

A.  My  knowledge  in  that  respect  is  very  limited.  But  I  apprehend 
they  have  stopped  that  communication;  I  have  not  known  of  any  circum- 
stance of  a  certificate  being  requested  of  latter  time,  from  any  meedng 
within  the  limits  of  our  Yearly  Meeting  to  any  of  those  Yearly  Meedngt 
that  have  been  alluded  to ;  neither  do  I  know  of  any  instance  of  litter 
time,  when  a  certificate  has  been  received  from  any  of  those  Yearly  Meet- 
ings, by  any  of  ours. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  matter  of  general  repute,  that  those  meedngt  do  con- 
tinue their  correspondence  with  the  meeting  which  has  been  continieA 
to  be  held  in  Arch  street,  at  the  usual  time,  since  1827,  and  that  thef 
acknowledge  it  as  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  Society  of  Friends  of  Penn- 
sylvania, &c.? 

A.  I  have  never  attended  the  Yearly  Meeting  at  Arch  street  since  tk 
year  1827.  But  I  suppose  that  to  be  the  case.  From  a  pamphlet  whiek 
they  have  lately  issued,  called  the  testimony  of  the  Society  of  Friendi 
on  the  continent  of  America,  it  appears  that  they  have  formed  a  kind  o( 
creed  of  their  own,  for  they  had  been  long  wanting  one. 

Q.  Has  there  been  a  division  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Ohio?  ] 

A.  Yes.  There  has  been  a  division  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Ohioi  j 
and  also  of  Indiana. 

Q.  Where  was  that  meeting  held  before  the  division? 

A.  It  was  held  at  Mount  Pleasant. 

Q.  The  correspondence  then,  to  which  you  have  alluded,  has  ben 
with  but  one  branch  of  that  meeting? 

A.  Yes.  It  has  been  with  that  part  of  it,  which  we  acknowledge  at 
the  Society  of  Friends.     Not  with  the  Orthodox  part  of  it,  of  course,      -j 

Q.  Has  the  meeting  held  by  those  with  whom  you  correspond,  eier 
been  recognised  as  a  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  society  by  the  undivided 
Yearly  Meetings  before  alluded  to? 

A.  I  can't  tell  any  thing  about  that,  as  I  have  never  attended  a  Tetf^  . 
ly  Meeting  in  Ohio  since  the  separation. 

Q.  Do  the  other  branch  of  that  meeting  still  hold  meetings  at  the  sane   : 
time  and  place  they  did  before  the  separation,  and  claim  to  be  the  Yeirty 
Meeting  of  Ohio? 

A.  I  have  understood  they  do  hold  the  Yearly  Meedng  at  the  sane  ' 
time  and  place. 
.    Q.  By  general  reputation? 

A.  Yes.  : 

Q.  By  general  reputation,  do  not  all  the  Yearly  Meetings  spoken  of  ! 
continue  to  correspond  with  them  and  acknowledge  them  as  the  Yesriy  , 
Meeting  of  Ohio? 

A.  I  have  no  general  repute  on  that  subject.  But  I  have  no  doubl 
that  all  the  Orthodox  Yearly  Meetings  correspond  with  them,  and  thift 
they  call  themselves  the  Yearly  Meedng  of  the  Society  of  Friendsi  bat 
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11  ^ing  to  add  to  my  former  answer,  that  from  the  best  information 
:an  obtain,  they  are  only  about  one-half  of  the  number  that  constituted 
It  Yearly  Meeting,  previous  to  the  separation. 

[J.  Where  was  the  Indiana  Yearly  Meeting  held  before  the  separation? 
K*  I  never  attended  that  Yearly  Meeting.  But  it  was  held  I  beiieve 
Richmond,  but  I  rather  think  the  name  of  the  place  is  called  White- 
ter. 

Q.  Is  the  meeting  with  which  you  correspond  held  there? 
K.  No.  It  is  held  at  Miami,  near  Waynesville. 
()•  Is  that  in  Indiana? 

k.  No.  It  is  in  the  state  of  Ohio;  it  is  near  the  line;  and  not  far  from 
liana. 

({.  Has  that  meeting  since  it  passed  into  Ohio,  ever  been  recognised 
corresponded  with  as  a  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  in  Indiana,  by  the 
tarly  Meetings  spoken  of? 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  on  that  subject;  as  I  never  have  attended  a 
sarly  Meeting  there ;  but  I  have  no  expectations  that  they  have  ever 
en  acknowledged  or  corresponded  with  by  any  of  those  Orthodox 
iulj  Meetings  spoken  of.  The  Yearly  Meeting  of  Indiana,  called  In- 
loa,  was  composed  partly  of  Friends  living  in  the  state  of  Indiana,  and 
irtly  by  Friends  living  in  Ohio,  and  perhaps  the  largest  part,  though  I 
snot  certain  of  that.  When  the  separation  took  place  in  that  Yearly 
ieetingfthe  Orthodox  party  proved  to  be  the  largest  in  numbers;  as  we 
id  in  almost  every  instance,  the  further  our  Friends  in  other  Yearly 
eetingt  are  situated  from  Philadelphia,  the  more  they  have  become 
tiudiced  against  us;  as  our  Orthodox  Friends  have  had  a  greater  oppor- 
uty  of  misrepresenting  us,  and  they,  further  out  of  reach  of  getting 
nect  information.  Hence  Friends  in  Indiana  being  in  the  minority, 
iTe  acted  as  the  Orthodox  Friends  in  New  York  and  Baltimore  have 
tte,by  removing  or  holding  their  Yearly  Meeting  at  a  different  place 
Nn  where  it  bad  formerly  held.  And  the  Miami  meeting  house  being 
e  largest  and  most  commodious  house,  and  most  convenient  for  the 
irpose,  th^y  agreed  to  hold  it  there. 

Q.  Did  they  do  as  those  whom  you  call  Orthodox  did  in  Baltimore 
d  New  York,  proclaim  their  intention  to  continue  the  meeting  at  an- 
ber  place,  in  the  meeting,  at  the  time  of  their  withdrawal,  and  meet 
d  continue  the  sittings  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  pursuance  of  such 
daration  at  the  time  and  place  appointed,  or  was  that  meeting  at  Mi- 
d  originated  by  a  few  individuals,  members  of  one  of  the  Quarters  of 
It  Yearly  Meeting,  after  its  adjournment,  to  meet  again  at  the  usual 
■e  and  place? 

A.  From  what  I  have  understood  of  the  first  Yearly  Meeting  that  was 
id  at  Waynesville,  in  Miami  meeting  house,  it  was  agreed  to  be  held 
'  to  association  of  several  of  the  Quarters,  and  perhaps  of  some  of  the 
ontbly  Meetings  that  were  component  parts  of  other  Quarters.  At 
B  Yearly  Meeting  held  previous,  I  think  in  the  fall  of  1837,  after  the 
parmtion  had  taken  place  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania,  our 
thodox  Friends  sounded  the  alarm,  both  in  Ohio  and  Indiana;  and  for 
gilt  I  know,  to  the  uttermost  parts  of  the  earth.  A  host  of  Friends 
at  down  from  Ohio  Yearly  Meeting,  as  I  have  been  informed,  accom- 
•ied  by  tome  of  the  English  Friends  then  in  America,  and  sounded 
I  alarm  in  Indiana  Yearly  Meeting;  and  they  got  up  something  in  that 
arij  Meeting,  by  way  of  a  creed,  as  Was  then  understood  by  Friends, 
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called,  I  think,  <' a  Testimony  and  Epistle  of  Advice/'  which  the;  Ml 
down  among  their  subordinate  meetings,  and  perhaps  appointed  acott' 
mittee»-*I  think  they  did,  to  enforce  its  observance  upon  their  subordiHH 
meetings.  It  gave  great  dissatisfaction  to  a  large  portion  of  the  me» 
bers  of  that  Yearly  Meeting,  and  hence  began  the  work  of  «epantiaa 
within  its  limits;  and  the  Orthodox  began  the  work  of  disowning ite 
the  example  of  their  Philadelphia  brethren;  and  to  make  short  of  it, tUl 
work  was  progressing,  until  the  approaching  time  of  the  Yearly  Htietiaf' 
to  be  held  the  next  year,  when  Friends,  seeing  the  conflict  that  mii^ 
unavoidably  ensue,  if  the  two  parties  met  together  again  in  a  Yeulf  | 
Meeting  capacity:  and  therefore  they  took  into  consideration  thepr^ 
priety  of  meeting  separate  and  apart  from  those  that  they  considerel 
their  Orthodox  oppressors:  and  in  that  way  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  FrinAl 
came  to  be  held  at  Miami. 

Q.  Is  this  the  **  Testimony  and  Epistle  of  Advice"  issued  by  lodiM 
Yearly  Meeting,  alluded  to  in  your  previous  answer? 

[The  witness  is  shown  a  pamphlet  of  eighty-three  pagesi  entiddi 
'*  Epistles  and  Testimonies  issued  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friendii* 
&c.  1828$  on  examining  which  he  answers,]  I  wont  undertake  totafi 
but  it  appears  to  be  such,  and  issued  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  under  tks 
names  of  the  clerks,  whose  names  I  saw  to  a  document  of  that  kind* 

The  **  Testimony  and  Epistle  of  Advice,"  is  contained  on  pages 6i 
and  to  72  inclusive,  and  is  contained  between  the  words  **  Testimoif 
J.  J.  Foster,"  and  "  Epistle  J.  J.  Foster." 

The  said  pamphlet  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hei- 
drickson,  and  marked  Exhibit  44. 

The  witness  further  answers.  And  for  a  full  and  able  review  of  thtt 
Testimony  and  Epistle  of  Advice,  I  would  refer  those  who  wish  to  reri 
it,  to  the  "  Berean,"  I  can't  tell  what  volume,;  or  to  the  last  year's  volane 
of  the  **  Friend,  or  Advocate  of  Truth,"  in  which  it  will  be  found. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  several  instances  in  which  Bartholomew  Wis- 
tar  was  engaged  in  reading  certain  statements  within  the  limits  of  the 
Ohio  Yearly  Meeting:  can  you  state  to  me  what  those  statements  werti 
or  furnish  a  copy  of  the  paper  from  which  they  were  read? 

Witness.  The  statements  that  he  read  there,  or  the  statements  mailjB 
to  me? 

Counsel.  The  statements  that  he  read  there. 

A.  No;  I  cannot  furnish  a  copy  of  those  statements,  for  I  never  ssv 
them;  but  I  received  a  letter  from  a  Friend  in  Ohio,  dated  Ninth-moath| 
1827,  which  gave  me  an  account  of  his  reading  those  statements  ui 
accounts  that  I  have  alluded  to;  which  letter  I  have  at  home:  the  Fries! 
mentioned  in  the  letter,  that  he  thought  it  beneath  the  dignity  of  Elia 
beth's  station  to  encourage  the  writing  of  such  letters  by  reading  wd 
giving  publicity  to  them. 

Q.  You  have  not  seen  either  the  paper  read  by  Bartholomew  Wislar 
or  a  copy  of  it;  nor  can  you  give  its  contents? 

A.  No,  I  have  not  seen  it:  the  Friend  who  wrote  to  me,  informed ni 
that  they  were  going  to  be  at  a  meeting  in  his  neighbourhood  the  na 
day— that  he  intended  to  try  to  procure  a  copy  of  the  letter  that  he  h« 
read  respecting  the  conversation  with  Elias  Hicks;  and  if  he  did*  h 
should  write  to  Elias  Hicks  on  the  subject,  for  he  had  always  considere 
him  as  one  of  the  pillars  in  the  church.  But  whether  he  ever  procure 
that  copy  or  not,  I  cannot  tell. 
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Q.  Was  Elias  Hicks  in  religious  unity  with  your  society  until  the 
ime  of  his  death? 

A.  We  always  considered  him  so. 

Q.  Did  not  your  meeting  make  a  minute  approbatory  of  his  services 
Mmg  you  on  his  visit  to  it  in  1838? 

^A,  Yes,  I  think  they  did  so :  I  am  not  so  positive  about  the  Yearly 
Iketingf  as  it  had  been  the  former  custom  to  make  such  minute  in  the 
jneting  for  ministers  and  elders :  I  remember  it  was  done  in  that  meet- 
ly;, and  with  my  own  name  to  it  as  clerk  of  that  meeting;  and  I  rather 
knk  it  was  done  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  also. 

Q*  In  the  aggregate  of  numbers  which  you  have  given  of  those  who 
o»  call  Orthodox,  and  Friends,  respectively,  what  part  do  you  state 
«m  your  own  knowledge? 

A.  As  to  any  actual  enumeration,  I  could  not  state  from  my  own  per- 
SBtl  knowledge,  any  further  than  of  the  members  of  our  own  Monthly 
leetine;  being  on  a  committee  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  to  make  out 

list  of  the  numbers  as  accurate  as  we  could  on  both  sides.     But  from 

paper  which  I  now  hold  in  my  hand,  and  which  is  taken  from  official 
cconnta,  which  I  have  seen  from  all  the  Monthly  Meetings  composing 
■r  Yearly  Meeting,  except  two  or  three  which  I  excepted  before  in  my 
Bstimony  in  chief,  I  can  give  the  relative  numbers  in  each  Quarter. 

Mr.  SSoaru  The  question  having  been  answered,  I  do  not  call  for  fur*  ^ 
her  statements  from  any  paper  which  may  have  been  put  into  the  wit- 
css*s  hands  by  other  persons. 

Q.  Is  the  paper  referred  to  made  out  by  the  parties  mutually,  or  ex- 
hsively  prepared  by  those  whom  you  call  Friends? 

A.  It  is  prepared  by  those  that  I  call  Friends:  but  the  numbers  in  five 
f  the  Quarters,  as  I  stated  before,  I  think,  were  taken  under  a  com- 
iisrion,  I  think,  issued  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania. 

Adjourned  until  ten  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Saturday  morning,  5th  March,  1831,  ten  o'clock.  Cross-examination 
f  Halliday  Jackson  continued.     Present  the  same  as  yesterday. 

Question.  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  discipline  prescribing  the  num- 
V  of  members  that  shall  be  required  to  constitute  a  quorum  for  the 
nnsaction  of  business,  in  a  meeting  for  discipline? 

A.  I  don't  know  any  clause  of  discipline  requiring  such  a  thing. 
Cm  have  the  discipline,  and  I  must  refer  you  to  that. 
-  Q.  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  usages  and  practices  of  the  society  re- 
(feiriag  any  thing  of  the  kind? 

i^A.  The  usages  and  practices  of  society,  in  the  form^er  harmonious 
biei  of  it,  were  to  transact  their  business,  and  come  to  their  conclu- 
IdM|  at  much  in  the  unity  as  was  practicable. 

Q.  At  the  times  appointed  for  holding  meetings  for  discipline,  did 
heae  who  attended  such  meetings,  proceed  to  transact  the  business  of 
le  meeting  without  reference  to  the  numbers  assembled? 
••A*  I  think  that  has  generally  been  the  case:  as  far  as  my  knowledge 
Mends:  but  I  think,  I  have  known  some  instances  of  some  important 
WtUn  being  postponed  on  account  of  the  absence  of  a  number  of 
Mends  from  the  meeting. 

"wQ.  In  those  cases,  would  not  the  meeting,  if  they  had  thought  proper, 
Me  bad  m  right  to  proceed  to  transact  the  business? 

A.  Yet.    They  would  so. 
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Q.  If  a  majority  of  the  members  of  a  Monthly  Meeting  should  vioUte 
the  discipline,  in  any  respect,  as  for  instance,  denying  the  Christian  ^^ 
ligion,  taking  up  arms,  taking  oaths,  or  any  such  practices  prohibited 
by  the  discipline,  would  not  the  minority  of  the  meeting,  be  bound  by 
the  discipline  to  disown  them,  if,  after  having  extended  proper  care  ti 
them,  they  could  not  be  convinced  of  their  error,  and  would  not  sack 
disownments  be  valid? 

A.  I  have  never  known  such  a  case  occurring  in  society.  We  acknov-. 
ledge  ourselves  bound  by  the  discipline,  and  where  open  violations  of  it 
take  place,  it  ought  to  be  put  in  practice.  But  we  are  not  to  suppoie 
cases  that  never  existed:  and  if  there  is  a  division  of  sentiment  in  a 
Monthly  Meeting,  respecting  any  particular  case  of  such  violation,! 
think  it  would  be  right  for  the  minority  to  submit  to  the  judgment  of 
the  majority,  whether  the  discipline  was  violated  or  not,  or  otherwin 
in  such  case  of  difficulty  apply  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  for  advice  and 
assistance. 

Q.  If  an  individual  member  be  guilty  of  such  violation  of  the  disci* 
pline,  is  not  the  meeting  required,  by  the  discipline,  to  disown  him,  if 
he  persists  in  his  error? 

A.  I  have  stated  that  the  members  of  the  society  are  bound  by  tha 
discipline ;  and  where  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  thai 
a  member  has  violated  the  discipline,  they  would  be  bound  to  putitia 
practice. 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  discipline  limiting  the  extent  to  which 
it  shall  be  administered  towards  refractory  members  of  the  meedng? 

A.  The  discipline  is  to  be  administered  in  the  spirit  of  restoring  lovt^ 
in  order  if  practicable  to  reclaim  the  individual  from  the  error  of  hil 
ways^  and  there  is  no  limitation  that  I  know  of,  that  draws  any  linehov 
long  this  indulgence,  or  labour  of  love,  shall  be  extended.  I  refer  yoa 
again  to  the  discipline. 

Q.  My  question  was  intended  to  relate  to  the  numbers  of  persons? 

A.  I  have  answered  that  before,  as  to  numbers,  I  think.  I  know  of 
no  limitation  as  to  the  number  specified  in  the  discipline.  But  brotherlf 
condescension  is  required. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  cases  in  which  if  there  were  a  division  of 
sentiment  in  the  Monthly  Meeting,  the  minority,  you  thought,  oughtti 
postpone  their  opinion  to  the  majority:  have  your  society  ever  recop 
nised  the  principle  of  deciding  by  majorities? 

A.  I  think  they  have  recognised  it,  in  this  way,  that  in  the  fomMT 
harmonious  times  of  society,  it  was  never  the  practice  or  usage  of  lO* 
ciety,  to  carry  any  measure  or  subject  of  importance,  where  it  was  efi* 
dent  in  a  meeting,  that  the  majority  of  the  meeting  was  opposed  to  it— 
hence,  brotherly  condescension,  christian  forbearance,  was  to  be  exe^ 
ciscd,  until  Friends  could  become  more  united  in  their  determinatioB  ol 
the  subject. 

Q.  In  those  days  to  which  you  have  alluded,  was  no  more  weight  Oi 
influence  attached  to  the  sentiments  of  the  aged,  experienced,  and  cov 
sistent  members  of  the  society,  who  had  for  a  long  series  of  years  dfr 
voted  themselves  to  the  administration  of  its  discipline,  than  to  thoa 
of  the  young  and  inexperienced  members,  who  had  but  recently  taka 
a  part  in  the  concerns  of  the  meeting? 

A.  That  depended  very  much  upon  the  place  that  the  sentiments  o 
the  speakers  had  in  the  minds  of  the  people.     If  it  carried  its  own  evi 
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Imce  of  weight  and  influence  with  it,  it  had  its  due  weight  on  the  minds 
tf  the  hearers,  whether  they  were  aged  or  young;  but  if  it  did  not  carry 
|kat  evidence  of  weight,  I  don't  think  that  there  was  to  be  any  more 
bnportance  attached  to  the  sentiments  of  a  man  who  might  be  sixty 
pesrt  of  age,  than  of  a  man  of  twenty-five  or  thirty,  who  manifested  a 
iriigious  concern  for  the  welfare  of  society :  and  I  well  remember,  that 
Vhen  I  was  young,  and  it  was  often  a  source  of  great  encouragement  to 
pc,  that  the  young  people  were  called  upon  by  their  elder  brethren  to 
asme  forward  and  offer  their  sentiments,  especially  on  subjects  where 
ike  elder  part  of  the  meeting  might  be  somewhat  divided  in  sentiment. 
Beace  it  was  sometimes  the  case,  that  the  voices  of  a  few  of  the  younger 
dus  of  Friends  would  determine  a  subject:  where  members  were  in- 
Msistent  in  their  conduct,  they  were  not  very  likely  to  take  an  active 
put  in  the  affairs  of  society,  and  therefore  if  they  did,  their  sentiments 
Wimld  not  have  sd  much  weight  on  t^e  minds  of  the  meeting. 

Q.  Who  were  to  judge  of  this  weight  and  influence  to  which  the 
Bembers  should  be  entitled? 

A.  Every  Friend  must  determine  the  point  in  his  own  mind,  accord- 
hg  to  the  evidence  afforded  them,  how  far  the  conviction  of  the  weight 
if  their  sentiments  was  manifested  to  him.  It  was  not  for  an  individual 
ii  a  Monthly  Meeting  to  say,  and  to  dictate  to  the  meeting,  who  gave 
Ihe  most  weighty  sentiments ;  or  whose  sentiments  were  entitled  to  the 
•ott  weight. 
.  Q.  Did  the  majority  decide  the  question  after  debate? 

A.  I  have  folly  answered  that  question  before,  how  decisions  were 
pide,  in  meetings  of  discipline:  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  this  examina- 
(ka should  bejprotracted  to  an  unreasonable  length,  by  being  under  the 
Mccsuty  io  often  to  repeat  the  same  thing. 

Q.  If  the  witness  will  consent  occasionally  to  give  direct  answers  to  my 

Cdonsy  and  not  so  often  step  aside  to  repeat  his  opinions,  and  the  in- 
ation  which  he  has  received  from  others,  having  no  relation  to,  or 
karing  upon,  the  questions  propounded  to  him,  he  will  do  much  more  to- 
pirds  limiting  this  examination  than  by  delivering  lectures  to  the  coun- 
Id  on  the  subject.  I  therefore  repeat  that  question,  and  ask  how  it  was 
kt  qnestions  were  decided  in  meetings  for  discipline,  in  such  cases  as 
kaepiit  by  him,  where  the  members  of  the  meeting  have  taken  diffe- 
■M  views  of  the  subject,  whether  it  was  by  majorities  or  otherwise? 

A.  The  witness  will  take  the  liberty  to  inform  the  counsel  that  he 
Mastders  himself  here  as  a  witness,  under  a  solemn  aflirmation;  and, 
krcfore,  he  must  be  his  own  judge  as  to  the  kind  of  answers  that  he 
lay  give  to  such  questions  as  are  put  to  him;  and  not  being  much 
killed  or  acquainted  with  legal  proceedings  of  this  nature,  he  will  ask  it 
i  a  favour  of  the  master  to  stop  him,  when  he  is  travelling  off  the 
pspcr  ground  of  evidence.  But  to  satisfy  the  counsel  respecting  the 
hM  anawer,  as  I  have  stated  before,  in  substance,  where  a  question  of 
HkiiUy  occurred  in  the  Monthly  Meeting,  on  which  there  might  be  a 
Kersity  of  sentimenu,  it  was  generally,  and  always,  as  far  as  I  re- 
ikt,  In  the  former  peaceable  times  among  Friends,  decided  in  favour 
f  what  appeared  to  be  the  majority  of  the  meeting.  I  don't  mean  by 
ii  to  be  understood  that  they  went  to  counting  votes,  as  is  generally 
Kcaae  in  legislative  bodies,  or  other  legal  proceedings. 
Q.  By  whom  Is  the  result  spoken  of  in  the  last  answer,  gathered? 
A.  The  clerk  Is  the  organ  of  the  meeting,  to  collect  what  appears  to 
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be  the  preniUng  tense  of  the  meeting,  and  record  it  oil  the 
which,  if  he  it  an  honett  clerk,  will  generallydecide  the  qnestioa. 

Q.  In  gathering  the  prevuling  sentiment  of  the  meetlngt  wevld- 
clerk  put  all  who  had  a  right  to  attend,  on  equal  groanda,  at 
influence  and  authority  of  their  tentiments,  or  if  the  old  and 
members  of  the  meeting  appeared  to  be  united  in  one  sentimcirti' 
majority  of  the  young  and  inexperienced  thought  diflerentlyy  woali 
record  their  judgment  as  the  prerailing  sense,  because  they  were  ai 
jority?  •-••] 

A.  I  never  was  a  witness  to  such  a  circumstance  in  former  timet; 
I  add  before,  we  are  not  to  suppose  cases  that  never  existed.    I 
tell  what  some  clerks  might  do  if  they  were  placed  in  such  n  sib 
but  I  can  speak  from  some  experience,  having  acted  a  good  dedia 
line  myself,  that  I  have  never  found  much  difficulty  in  determiilli|ft^ 
my  own  mind,  what  was  the  previdling  sen^  of  the  meetlng|lif  thui 
timents  that  were  offered  in  it.    And  in  so  doing,  I  have  inminptii 
to  record  a  minute  entirely  contrary  to  my  own  private  judgmcttij; 
on  such  occasions,  submission  was  necessanr  on  one  aide  or  ffn^i 
and  thus  it  often  occurred,  that  subjects  which  appeared 
ficult,  would  finally  be  settled  in  the  harmony  and  unity. 

Q.  In  cases  pf  infractions  of  the  discipline,  is  it  only  to  be 
when  it  can  be  done  by  a  majority  of  the  Monthly  Meeting^  or 
majority  defer  thdr  opinion  to  the  discipline,  until  the  Teariy 
think  proper  to  alter  itr 

A.  I  must  say  again,  that  I  have  never  known  such  e  case  in 
times;  and,  therefore,  I  cannot  say  what  a  meeting  would  do  uder 
circumstances,  further  than,  I  think,  they  ought  to  apply,  «ed 
be  likely  to  apply,  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  for  advice  and  aasisti 

Q.  Has  it  not  always  been  the  usage  and  practice  of  your  aocietf^  l» 
consider  the  discipline  as  obligatory  upon  the  society,  on  all  subjects  i[J 
which  its  provisions  are  applicable,  without  reference  to  the  opbdoi'' 
individual  members  on  the  subject  ? 

A.  I  have  repeatedly,  and  I  am  willing  to  do  it  once  more,  ackasV"] 
ledged  that  the  society  is  bound  by  the  discipline.  And  I  have  stslB^i 
that  there  was  no  discipline  provided  for  a  revolution  in  the  aodetf&-^''[ j 

Q.  Since  the  separation,  do  those  who  you  call  Friends,  within 
ings  for  discipline,  hold  the  principle,  that  the  voice  of  the 
shall  decide  a  subject,  without  reference  to  the  religious  standing  or< 
perience  of  the  speakers? 

A.  We  have  made  no  alteration  in  the  discipline,  with  regard  to 
subjects  shall  be  decided.     But  we  endeavour  to  proceed  on  the 
and  pacific  principles  of  the  society,  in  patience,  forbearance,  aed 
of  each  other,  as  much  as  we  can.     And  further^  I  don't  think  hm.^ 
relation  to  the  issue  in  this  cause,  as  it  regards  the  private  coi 
our  meetings  of  discipline,  since  the  separation  took  place.  '^1 

Q.  I  am  asking  after  no  private  concerns.     I  am  asking  for  the 
tice  of  that  body  of  persons  who  claim  to  be  Jthe  Society  of  Fi 
administering  the  discipline  of  their  society  In  their  meetings  for 
cipline.     And  although  the  witness  and  myself  may  differ  in  ouic  opb 
as  to  the  propriety  or  bearing  of  this  testimony  in  this  cause,  yet»  esi 
has  been  produced  here  by  the  opposite  party  as  a  witness,  for  Iksfl 
pose  of  maintaining  and  proving  that  that  body  constitutee  die  AdiP 
Society  of  Friend»-«I  apprehend  that  I  have  a  perfect  ri|^t  to  Isfll 
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ito  Uie  public  proceedings  of  that  body,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
hether  they  are  or  are  not  entitled  to  be  considered  the  society  which 
icy  claim  to  be.  And  in  this  Tiew  of  the  subject,  I  must  pursue  the 
Bunination,  leaving  the  party  who  called  the  witness  here,  the  right  of 
iclnding  the  testimony,  if  it  should  hereafter  be  thought  improper.  I 
roidd  therefore  ask,  what  has  been  the  practice  of  your  society,  in  refer- 
noe  to  my  previous  question? 

A.  I  have  no  objection  to  answer  the  question,  after  stating  my  im- 
Ncaiion,  that  I  don't  feel  myself  under  any  obligation,  according  to  the 
|ialification  I  have  taken,  to  descend  into  the  private  concerns  of  our 
Metings  of  discipline,  since  the  separation  took  place:  neither  would  it 
le  proper  for  an  individual  to  disclose  them  to  the  world.  At  the  same 
Ime  I  can  say,  that  I  know  of  nothing  that  I  should  be  afraid  to  dis- 
doaei  if  it  were  proper  for  me  so  to  do,  or  required  of  me.  But  as  to 
mj  general  proceeding,  as  it  regards  the  question  now  put,  I  have  no 
ibjections  to  answer— that  we  have  proceeded  in  the  former  way,  ac- 
Boraing  to  what  appeared  to  be  the  prevailing  sense  of  the  meeting, 
without  going  into  any  actual  enumeration  of  the  number  of  voices. 

Q.  Has  not  this  question,  as  to  the  decision  of  a  proposition  before 
the  meeting  being  made  on  the  principle  of  the  majority,  been  directly 
■p  before,  and  passed  upon  by  some  of  your  meetings,  and  if  so,  what 
vas  the  nature  of  that  decision? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  decision  of  that  kind,  where  a  meeting  has 
acted  upon  the  principle  of  going  to  counting  of  numbers.  Individuals 
b  the  meeting  may  have  done  it,  and  reported  their  own  statements. 

Q.  Was  there  not  a  case  of  difiBculty  from  one  of  the  Monthly  Meet- 
hgs  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  held  by  you  at  Concord,  brought  up  to 
that  Quarter,  which  arose  out  of  this  question  ? 

A.  There  was  a  request  made  to  our  last  Quarterly  Meeting,  by  one 
of  onr  Monthly  Meetings,  for  advice  and  assistance,  in  a  case  of  difii- 
ealty,  without  specifying  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  what  the  difficulty 
vas,  as  that  is  not  usual  in  such  cases  to  do  so.  ^ 

Q.  Was  a  committee  appointed? 

A.  A  committee  was  appointed,  to  afford  assistance  and  advice  to  the 
MoBthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Were  you  one  of  that  committee? 

A.  I  was. 

^  Did  you  go  down  for  the  purpose  of  advising  the  Monthly  Meet- 
iig,  pursuant  to  your  appointment? 

A.  I  met  with  the  committee  at  Wilmington:  not  at  the  Monthly 
Meeting. 
■  Q.  Did  yon  examine  into  the  case  which  had  caused  the  application? 

A.  Tea,  we  did  so;  and  agreed  to  give  our  advice  to  the  Monthly 
Meeting,  which  is  one  of  those  private  concerns  that  you  have  no  busi- 
Kuwith. 

Q.  Was  that  a  case  in  which  the  clerk  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  had 
leeorded  the  sense  of  the  meeting,  contrary  to  the  judgment  of  a  ma- 
jBiity  of  those  present,  as  it  was  alleged? 

A.  No,  it  was  not  contrary  to  the  judgment  of  a  majority  of  those 
IKscnt. 

Q.  What  was  the  case  of  difficulty? 

A.  I  have  no  wish  to  conceal  it;  but  I  would  request  of  the  master  to 
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dflcida  wiMtartlw  witaest  ii  bound  to  disclote  the  ptin^Jomomt$U 

iBTjfoiit&ly Meeting.  »  -  •■> 

Mr.  Soam  The  wltneat  will  understand  me,  at  inqoiring  ilharttMl 

proceeding!  in  their  meetings,  only  so  far  as  the  sneeungs  hwem  imMk 

progress  adopted  principles  for  their  governance.    I  onljT  vfaii^^' 

theraore,  to  state  the  nature  of  the  case,  without  using  tli»«iii 

individuals,  or  diescending  into  particulars  which  might  be  QWtwdmM 

their  feelings.     But  wuving  that  question,  are  the  dlsoi 

which  you  hare  spoken,  made  by  those  whom  you  call  OrtMtim^«fl|j 

and  dBTectual,  so  far  as  respects  all  their  meetings,  and  nil 

held  subordinate  to  those  Yearly  Meetings,  in  which  a  diiUbomtifMt 

taken  place?  -.;';-;;«'. 

Witness.  I  think  I  don't  understand  that  question*  v\  ^  -m 

Q.  The  question  is,  whether  these  disownments  are  not 

ail  those  meetings,  as  having  been  regularly  made?  -'^t 

Witness.  All  the' Orthodox  meetings?  *s 

CounseL  Yes,«-Hdl  those  that  have  not  been  divided.  '\fi?i 

A.  As  I  have  never  attended  any  one  of  their  OrthodooL  nsnsllBfii] 

~niiailMi1i'j 


tell  nothing  about  their  proceedingsi  having  in  no  way  inlMlMi 
that  respect    But  I  can  tell  this  much,  that  our  meetings  hamnse 
•idered  them  valid,  or  as  having  any  force,  to  disown  us  Ik^nprtta' 
gious  Society  of  Friends. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  matter  of  general  repute,  that  these 
i«cognised  by  those  meetings;  and  that  tliey  do  deprive  the 
disowned  of  all  their  rights  and  privileges  as  membcara  fai 

iugi? 

A.  I  have  seen  a  number  of  those  kind  of  papers,  purportiig  Ii 
disownments,  though  they  never  furnished  myself  with  one.  If '"^ 
disown  me;  and  they  purported  to  be  disownments  from  their  n 
as  far  as  I  have  seen.  But  they  were  meetings  to  which  Friends  Mrtl 
belonged,  or  laid  any  claim;  and  therefore  had  no  more  force  tlMl^ 
they  had  come  from  Methodist,  Presbyterian,  or  Baptist  nneetlags.^ 
believe  they  had  to  proceed,  in  some  instances,  in  a  kind  of  a  whul^di 
way.  As  my  son  had  the  curiosity,  at  one  time,  to  attend  one  of  ttrfr 
Monthly  Meetings,  so  called,  he  informed  me  that  they  had  fei 
fifteen,  I  think,  of  those  kind  of  papers  before  themi  and  as  they 
all  very  much  of  a  sameness,  the  clerk  requested  to  know  of  the 
ing,  whether  the  reading  of  one  would  not  be  sufficient,  witiiout  I 
the  trouble  to  read  and  examine  the  whole.  It's  justice,  however,ts 
that  some  stranger  being  present,  told  them  they  had  better  procesdyj 
cording  to  usual  order,  for  their  conduct  would  be  watched.  -^l 

[On  again  recurring  to  the  question,  the  witness  says:3  I  h**^' 
doubt  at  all  that  they  are  so  considered  by  those  meetings.  I  Of0 
is  the  case.  \  v^.^ 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  your  party  have  not  disowned  any 
Orthodox  party,  as  you  style  them,  for  diiiering  in  opinion  from , 
Am  I  to  understand  that  you  still  consider  them  as  entitied  to 
rights  of  membership  in  your  meetings? 

A.  In  a  society  capacity,  I  don't  know  that  we  have  come  toWBf 
suit  on  that  particular  poin|.     I  can  therefore  only  offer  my  view,  SB 
individual  member  of  the  society.     I  consider  the  society  as  sepan" 
on  account  of  a  difference  of  opinion,  arising  from  various  euueesy 
from  the  conduct  that  was  pursued  by  one  party,  assuming  the  rlgjlit: 
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mtrol  the  other.  But  after  the  separation  took  place,  I  believe  it  was 
le  judgment  of  the  body,  that  ve  should  not  proceed  to  disown  them, 
at  leave  them  to  enjoy  their  own  opinions  and  privileges^  and  we  claim 
kie  same  thing  to  ourselves.  Hence,  as  divisions  took  place  in  the  dif- 
ercnt  Monthly  and  other  meetings,  I  think,  generally  speaking,  new 
iiti  of  our  members  were  made  out,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  extends, 
i  was  pretty  generally  very  soon  discovered  upon  which  side  Friends 
Itood;  and  we  took  an  account  of  those  who  united  with  us,  with  their 
Binor  children,  leaving  out  those  called  the  Orthodox  party,  with  their 
Minor  children,  who  had  not  come  to  an  age  to  judge  and  make  a  choice 
of  their  own.  Thus,  we  did  not,  strictly  speaking,  consider  them  as  our 
nembers,  or  that  we  were  responsible  for  their  conduct;  but  left  way 
<ipeD«  if  they  should  choose  to  return  to  us  again,  to  admit  them  as 
nembers;  which  has  been  practised,  in  a  great  variety  of  instances,'  es- 
pecially in  Philadelphia,  by  many  coming  to  Friends,  who  had,  for  some 
tine  after  the  separation  took  place,  remained  with  the  Orthodox. 

Q.  Are  they  admitted  as  a  matter  of  course,  and  as  if  no  such  sepa* 
ration  had  taken  place? 

A.  In  those  cases  that  I  am  acquainted  with,  they  have  either  made 
tte  request  themselves,  or  done  it  by  proxy,  to  have  their  rights  trans- 
ferred from  the  Orthodox  Monthly  Meeting  that  they  had  been  mem- 
bers of,  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Friends  to  which  they  applied; 
knowing  that  they  could  not  obtain  certificates.  The  case  was  then 
considered  by  the  meeting,  and  if  no  objections  appear, they  are  received. 
Bit  I  think  it  would  be  proper  to  state,  that  if  the  individual  thus  ap« 
plying,  in  the  intermediate  time  had  been  guilty  of  any  immoral  con- 
inct,  or  any  open  violation  of  the  discipline,  that  had  no  connexion  with 
Ac  leparatton  that  had  taken  place,  such  Monthly  Meeting  would  not 
be  willing  to  receive  them,  without  inquiring  into  the  subject,  and  being 
Uly  satisfied  respecting  it,  by  some  acknowledgment  of  the  individual, 
or  otherwise. 

Q.  Do  you  recognise  them,  as  a  body,  as  the  Society  of  Friends? 

A.  That  is  a  question  I  can't  answer  on  behalf  of  society.  I  can  say, 
diat  I  believe  we  have  given  them  no  other  name,  than  merely  for  dis- 
tinction, they  are  called  Orthodox  Friends;  which  term  they  appear  to 
bave  been  satisfied  with,  which  I  heard  one  of  their  leading  characters 
declare,  in  an  assembly  of  perhaps  more  than  two  thousand  people. 

Q.  Do  you  recognise  the  meetings  held  by  them  for  worship  and 
diidpline,  as  meetings  held  in  the  regular  order  of  the  Society  of  Friends? 

A.  We  speak  of  them  as  Orthodox  meetings  of  their  society:  many 
of  which  meetings,  however,  have  not  been  set  up  altogether  in  the  regu- 
br  order  and  former  usage  of  the  society ;  but  they  had  to  act  upon  cir- 
cumstances, as  some  of  our  own  meetings  also  had  to  do. 

Q.  Is  not  the  setting  up  or  holding  of  meetings,  claiming  to  be  meet- 
ings of  the  society,  out  ol  its  regular  order,  a  violation  of  the  discipline? 

A.  As  I  have  repeatedly  stated  before,  there  was  no  discipline  made 
or  provided  for  a  revolution  in  the  society;  and  hence  both  parties  have 
let  up  meetings,  in  some  instances  contrary  to  what  would  have  formerly 
been  considered  the  regular  order  and  usage  of  the  society. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  official  title  of  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting, 
vhich  is  recognised  by  you? 

A.  The  title  appears  to  be,  **  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  of  New 
rorky  Vermont,  Connecticut,  and  the  province  of  Canada." 
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Q.  Was  that  its  title  before  the  separation? 

A*  I  cannot  say  as  to  exact  words ;  but  I  expect  it  was* 

Q.  Do  you  speak  of  the  members  in  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting 
from  your  own  knowledge,  or  from  the  epistle  to  which  yoa  have  refef 
red,  and  from  information  derived  from  others? 

A.  I  made  no  enumeration  myself;  I  obtained  it  from  some  who  wen 
there  present  at  the  time  of  the  separation,  when  I  was  present,  and  wIk 
said  they  had  counted  them,  the  Orthodox,  as  they  passed  away  fnoi 
the  house.  And  before  that  sitting  adjourned,  after  they  had  paiiec 
away,  the  strangers  that  were  there  present,  not  members  of  that  Ytstlj 
Meeting,  were  requested  to  withdraw ;  and  the  object,  as  I  was  afterwardi 
informed,  was,  to  ascertain  exactly  how  many  Friends  remained  in  the 
house,  members  of  that  Yearly  Meeting,  in  order  to  prevent  misrepre- 
sentation. The  number  I  believe  I  have  before  given.  I  had  also  tome 
further  evidence  of  the  numbers  as  they  were  estimated  in  the  greater 
part  of  the  Monthly  Meetings  constituting  that  Yearly  Meeting,  in  pu^ 
suance  of  a  minute  that  was  issued  from  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  r^ 
questing  an  account  to  be  forwarded  to  that  meeting  from  the  different 
Monthly  Meetings,  of  the  numbers  of  Friends,  as  also  of  the  Orthodox; 
and  the  result  of  which  was,  from  the  best  evidence  I  can  obtain  in  the 
case,  13,617  Friends,  and  5,922  Orthodox,  and  798  neutrals;  theaggr^ 
gate  19,337,  errors  excepted. 

Q.  Are  the  rights  of  minors  affected  by  the  acts  of  the  parents  in  the 
Society  of  Friends? 

A.  I  don't  think  they  would  be,  in  common  cases.  But  if  parents  be- 
longing to  one  society  should  choose  to  join  another,  and  take  their  nu* 
nors  with  them,  it  would  be  reasonable  that  their  rights  should  go  with 
their  parents.  But  if  a  parent  was  guilty  of  any  immoral  conduct,  and 
disowned  by  a  Monthly  Meeting  for  such  conduct,  it  would  not  affect 
the  rights  of  his  children  that  were  then  born. 

Q.  If  the  parent  should  join  another  religious  society,  would  not  the 
rights  of  his  children  fully  remain  in  yours,  during  their  minority? 

A.  If  a  parent  should  go  from  the  Society  of  Friends,  and  join  the 
Presbyterians,  Methodists,  or  any  other,  and  did  not  choose  to  take  hit 
children  with  him,  and  they  were  not  of  age  to  judge  and  choose  for 
themselves,  I  suppose  it  would  be  considered  that  they  remain  mcmbeit 
of  the  Society  of  Friends.  But  that  would  be  very  different,  and  hart 
no  analogy,  in  my  apprehension,  to  the  circumstance  of  a  society  divid- 
ing or  separating  into  two  equal  or  unequal  parts. 

Q.  Can  a  society  be  separated  into  two  parties,  and  yet  each  be  the 
same  society? 

A.  It  has  been  done,  and  each  claimed  to  be  the  society ;  but  to  d^ 
termine  which  is  actually  the  society,  is  for  the  chancellor  of  New  Je^ 
sey,  and  not  for  ilie. 

Q*  Did  not  those  whom  you  call  Orthodox,  issue  an  epistle  fromi 
meeting  held  by  them  in  1828, in  New  York,  purporting  to  be  "an  epii* 
tie  and  testimony  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  in  New  York** 
in  that  year,  and  is  not  this  the  epistle? 

[The  witness,  after  examining  the  pamphlet  put  into  his  hands  by  the 
counsel,  answers] — Yes.  I  believe  this  appears  to  be  the  epistle  and  tes- 
timony, purporting  to  have  been  issued  by  those  Orthodox  Friends,  who 
seceded  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York  that  year,  signed  by  theii 
clerks;  and  as  far  as  I  have  examined  it,  it  appears  to  be  very  much  t 
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twin-sister,  and  a  great  deal  of  it  a  repetitiony  of  the  Philadelphia  decla- 
ration, issued  in  the  same  year.  The  said  epistle  is  contained  in  Exhi- 
bit No.  44,  from  page  33  to  53  inclusive,  and  marked  by  me  in  brackets. 
Q.  Did  not  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  which  you  speak,  which  was  at- 
tended by  you  in  that  year,  after  the  separation,  dissolve  the  Meeting 
lor  Sufferings? 

A.  I  cannot  be  certain,  as  I  have  no  minutes  of  that  year  to  apply  to: 
hit  my  impression  is,  that  as  a  number  of  the  members  for  iUt  Meeting 
fcr  Sufferings,  had  went  off  with  the  party  that  seceded,  they  did  release 
the  former  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  and  appoint  a  new 
one,  or  some  to  supply  their  places;  but  I  will  not  be  positive  about  it.  I 
believe  there  was  a  committee  appointed  that  year,  which  might  be  con- 
ndered  as  a  substitute  for  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings. 

The  counsel  for  Joseph  Hendrickson  here  close  their  cross-examina- 
tion of  Halliday  Jackson,  and  the  further  examination  in  this  cause  is,  by 
coBient  of  the  parties,  and  their  counsel,  postponed  until  Tuesday  next 
at  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  at  the  same  place. 

J.  J.  Foster, 
Master  and  Examiner. 

Tuesday,  March  8th,  1831,  3  o'clock,  P.  M.  The  parties,  counsel  and 
witnesst  attended  as  aforesaid. 

The  testimony  of  Halliday  Jackson,  given  upon  his  cross-examination, 
Vis  commenced  to  be  read  over  to  him,  and  proceeded  in  during  the 
tftemoony  and  the  next  day,  and  concluded,  when  at  his  request  the  fol- 
lowing corrections  are  made,  viz: 

Page  1035.  At  the  Darby  Quarterly  Meeting,  in  1826,  on  reflection  I 
am  satisfied  that  Willet  Hicks  was  not  present.  He  was  there  not  long 
afterwards;  and  I  was  under  the  impression,  when  I  mentioned  his  name, 
that  he  was  present  at  that  time ;  but  that  impression  was  not  correct. 

Page  1036.  I  said  that  the  first  number  of  the  **  Berean"  I  ever  saw, 
Wis  at  the  house  of  Nathan  Sharpless.  I  find,  on  reflection,  that  I  had 
niitaken  the  work:  and  that  it  was  a  copy  of  the  controversy  between 
I^ul  and  Amicus,  and  not  the  Berean,  that  I  saw  there.  But  I  saw  the 
Berean  at  the  house  of  another  Orthodox  Friend,  Moses  Palmer,  in  Con- 
cord, where  I  frequently  put  up. 

Page  1044.  The  elder  who  was  talking  with  William  Evans  when  I 
vent  up  to  them,  went  with  the  Orthodox  at  the  time  of  the  separation, 
and  remains  with  them. 

Page  1057,  bottom  of  the  page.  On  reflection,  I  am  not  satisfied  that 
wijamin  Cope  was  present. 

Pa^  1 108.  Respecting  the  persons  who  were  at  the  meeting  of  the 
contributors  to  the  asylum,  I  could  not  at  the  time  I  spoke  of  them,  re- 
^tmber  that  Abraham  Lower  was  present  at  the  meeting,  but  I  have  now 
'dutinct  recollection  that  he  was  there. 

Page  1139.     The  committee  spoken  of,  as  having  been  proposed  in 
,  ^t  conference,  in  Fourth-month,  I  am  now  satisfied  was  not  appointed 
*»til  the  meeting  in  Sixth-month  following. 

The  counsel  for  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Dccow,  proceeds  to  re- 
examine in  chief,  the  said  li  alii  day  Jackson,  viz: 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.  According  to  the  usages  of  the  Society  of 
friends,  is  a  clerk  the  servant  of  the  meeting,  and  in  all  respects  sub- 
ject to  its  direction? 
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A.  I  believe  it  has  always  been  consiJercd  so :  to  far  as  I  have  k 

texpcrience  in  serving  a  in«Ung;  in  ihut  capacity  tnyseir,  I  have  aid) 

tfclt  myself  bound  to  be  ihe  servant  of  tim  mtcung,  aiul  lo  record  v' 

1  believed  to  be  tlie  pievailing  sense  of  the  meeting. 

Q.  Are  his  minutes  subject  to  be  moditicd,  and  adopted  or  P 
by  the  n 

A.  Thflf  are  s< 

Q.  Do^ommittees,  on  appeals  in  the  society,  decide  by  the  | 
number  of  voices? 

A.  I  believe  that  has  been  the  uniform  practice  as  far  at  I  r 
It  has  sometimes  hsppened,  that  reports  ol  such  committees  h»eh| 
signed  only  by  part  of  the  cominitue.  I  never  remember  a  repM 
made  by  a  minority  of  the  committee,  cither  in  the  Quarlcrly  or 
Meetings.  In  the' case  of  the  appeal  of  Ezra  Comfort  lo  tha 
Meeting,  I  think  (he  report  was  signed  by  a  majority  of  one,  of  ti 
niittec  i  if  my  recollection  is  correct,  that  was  the  case. 

Q.  Were  not  the  elderly,  esperienced  and  coniisteot  member«4l 
ciety,  as  often  found  among  the  majority  of  TriendH,  as  among  tlit3 
norities  of  Orthodox? 

A.  1  think  there  were,  from  my  knowledge  and  obscrTadoa,  tlhi 
there  Is  quite  a  full  proportion  of  that  class  of  society  that  K 
unity  vriiii  Friends. 

Q,  You  have  spoken,  during  your  examination,  of  a  ce&stia  ll 
been  taken  by  Friends:  if  you  have  a  schedule  of  any  of  the  partictil 
f  of  it,  please  to  make  an  esiiibit  of  it? 

Mr.  Sloon.  Any  schedule  prepared  from  any  other  aoum  ( 
k  witness's  own  information,  is  objected  •"-  "^  incnmnpi^nt  ■■ 
f  gular. 

Witness.  Here  is  a  paper  which  I  have  given  some  accouai«| 
a  my  previous  examination,  and  also  the  authority  from  i  * 
taiucd  it.     I  will  now  ofl'er  it  as  an  exhibit,  believing  thatj| 
nearly  or  as  correct  an  account,  in  the  different  Quarterly  I 
can  expected  to  be  come  at;  as  those  accounts  were  oHiciallyH 
from  nearly  all  the  Monthly  Meetings,  with  two  or  three  except 
think,  of  those  held  out  of  Philadelphia;  and  I  may  further  ad^ 
a  general  way  in  the  country  meetings,  or  at  least,  I  shouldll 
,  that  in  about  three-fourths  of  the  meetings  in  Ihe  country,  tbk^ 
r  records  were  in  the  possession  of  Friends,  and  they  could  hcH 
^  to  the  original  lists  of  their  members.     I  slated  before,  ; 

n  the  Philadelphia  Quarter,  which  were  obtained  in  a  different  i 

The  paper  referred  lo  by  the  witness  is  offered  ii 
of  the  complainant,  and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  Exhibit  T.« 
Appendix.] 

Q.  Although  Friends  were  generally  the  majority  of  meeti] 
they  not  generally  made  olTers  of  an  amicable  settlement  of  dM 
as  to  property,  agreeably  lo  the  injunctions  of  the  discipllnct  Itt 
■  pel  order^ 

A.  I  believe  that  has  been  done,  in  a  great  variety  of  instances^^'^ 
recommended  by  our  Yearly  Meeting,  1  think,  in  the  spring  ot  IBn4 
'29,  I  will  not  be  cerlain  which;  the  epistle  will  show,  that  sucfa  t~  ' 
should  be  made  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  the  properly, 
derslood  to  be  held  by  the  parties  in  common,  previous  to  t 
lion:  in  pursuance  of  whicli  recommendation,  (he  Monthly  MecUtl| 


■J-Jd 


177 


y^jplicea  look  up  the  subject ;  M(]  to  give  an  instance  of  the  n 

mcb  it  was  done,  I  will  oFTer  a  nuDUte  of  the  Month!)'  Meeting  of 

:h  I  am  a  member,  on  that  occasion.     This  I  kitow  to  be  a  correct 

'  of  the  minute  of  the  Munthly  Meeting  of  Darby,  and  it  is  in  my 

handwriting. 

be  paper  thus  proven  is  ofTercd  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  com- 

oant  and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  by  me  Exhibit  U,— [See  Ap- 

Were  Friends  a  majority  of  that  meeting? 

They  were  so.  I  can  give  ihc  numbers  aa  they  Blood  at  the  lime 
iteparation.  There  were  about  eighty-nine  families  of  Friends, 
bUf  tbree  hundred  and  tweuty.Rve  individuals;  about  nineteen  faml- 
WtllDse  called  Orthodox,  several  of  which,  I  believe,  were  only  parts 
ttilieSf  anil  making  sixty-six  individuatS|^  near  as  could  be  ascer- 
1  by  a  large  committee  appointed  for  tmLl  purpose,  and  who  had 
it«e  to  our  records  of  births,  &c.  and  former  lists  of  their  numbers. 
When  a  new  meeting  is  established,  is  the  projicrly  purchased 
Bcled  out  of  a  general  fund,  such  as  In  Yearly  Meeting  stock,  or  ii 
DBtributed  by  the  parties  interested? 

•  I  an  not  acquainted,  I  think,  with  any  instance  where  it  has  been 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting's  slock.  I  believe  the  general  practice 
ir  ihoK  who  are  about  to  compose  such  a  meeting,  to  raise  the  means 
nitding  a  meeting  house  by  private  subscription  among  ihemse)ve&. 
there  may  and  have  been  instances,  1  apprehend,  where  a  new  meet- 
h&s  been  set  oS*,  and  where  the  meeting  they  were  about  to  separate 
may  have,  in  part,  been  set  up  at  their  expense,  that  such  meeting 
ive  aided  and  assisted  them  in  building  a  new  meeting  house;  and 
iher  cases  where  Friends  may  have  been  poor  and  in  low 
they  may  have  obtained  some  aid  from  Friends  indivi- 
im  some  of  the  superior  meetings,  to  assist  them  in  build- 
house:  but,  I  think,  in  all  such  cases,  as  far  as  I  have 
circumstances,  the  right  of  the  properly  is  vesled  in  those 
are  about  to  compose  snch  a  new  meeting.  Others  who 
iiribuled  towards  ii,  not  making  any  claim  in  consetjuence 
ly  may  have  afforded. 

itl  ever  know  an  instance  in  any  such  case,  of  any  remainder 
interest,  or  resulting  trust, in  ihe  Meeting  for  Sufferings, 
Tcetingof  the  society? 
I  suppose  Ihe  counsel  alludes  lo  ihe  case  of  that  meeting  be- 

t4ii  any  way  or  shape. 

*"  '   lOW  that  I  am  acquainted  with  any  such  instance.  There 

n  the  discipline,  1  think,  that  when  a  meeting  is  brought 

■ttjr  in  regard  to  their  lilies,  as  their  trusts  are  sometimes 

in  out,  they  are  advised  lo  make  early  application  lo  the 

^l|Berin^,  in  such  cases,  for  advice  and  assisiance.     I  sup- 

■  I,  in  order  ihat  care  may  be  taken  to  apply  to  the  proper 

Heir  lilies  secured;  bui  not  at  all  to  be  understood 

Wng  for  Sufferings  has  any  control  over  ihe  properly  of  such 

1  there  may  possibly  have  been  one  or  iwo  instances, 

_•  have  become  extinct— no  Friends  to  occupy  ihem — tlial 

ifw  Sufferings  has,  in  some  way,  taken  charge  of  the  pro 

f  how  the  proceeds  of  it  have  been  applied,  1  I'lnnol  tif. 
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Q.  Is  the  suborclioation  of  meetings,  as  established  by  the  disciplb 
for  disciplinary  purposes  solely,  or  docs  it  extend  to  give  the  superifl 
meeting  a  control  over  the  disposition  of  the  property  of  the  inferk 
meeting? 

A.  I  think  it  is  solely  for  disciplinary  purposes,  meetings  for  woi 
ship,  &c.  There  is  no  discipline  that  I  know  of,  which  gives  a  sapc 
rior  meeting  any  authority  over  the  subordinate  meeting,  in  regard  li 
the  disposition  of  property;  except  the  one  I  have  instanced,  in  tb 
Meeting  for  Sufferings  affording  advice  and  assistance,  when  called  fa 
in  cases  of  difficulty. 

Q.  Have  particular  meetings  been  in  the  practice  of  freely  dispouai 
of  their  property,  according  to  their  own  pleasure,  as  circunutance 
might  render  it  expedient? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  any  circumstance  of  that  kind  that  has  occnmi 
within  my  knowledge,  eAtpt  it  may  have  been  In  Philadelphia.  Thq 
have,  since  my  memory,  disposed  of  a  large  lot  and  meeting  housCf  H 
the  comer  of  Market  and  Second  streets.  They  also  disposed  of  a  cm* 
siderable  lot  with  a  meeting  house  on  it,  at  the  corner  of  Chesnutil' 
Fourth  streets.  I  don't  recollect  of  any  circumstance  in  the  countrj 
meetings,  of  property  being  sold;  but  I  should  suppose,  if  a  meetiB| 
found  it  to  their  advantage  or  convenience,  to  move  their  aitnaUoi  tt 
some  other  part,  they  would  have  an  unquestionable  right  to  diipoieol 
their  property. 

Q.  Has  it  been  the  practice  of  the  society  to  set  up-and  lay  dofi 
meetings  by  the  mutual  consent  of  the  meetings  concerned? 

A.  I  believe  that  has  been  the  general  practice  in  society.  I  knovol 
no  instance  of  a  meeting  being  set  up  without  its  own  consent;  iimII 
believe  there  have  been  very  few  attempted  to  be  laid  down  by  a  supc- 
rior  meeting,  but  what  have  consented  to  it  before  being  laid  dowi 
There  was  a  case  occurred  in  Baltimore,  some  years  ago,  after  they  hl^ 
divided  the  Monthly  Meeting  there,  by  mutual  consent,  and  establishec 
one  called  the  "Western  District," — there  was  some  difference  aroH 
between  the  two  meetings,  about  a  matter  of  property,  the  circuia 
stances  of  which  I  am  not  very  intimately  acquainted  with;  butlthinl 
they  applied  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  the  case,  as  a  case  of  di{Bculty> 
It  agitated  the  Quarterly  Meeting  for  a  considerable  time,  and  if  I  Uf 
not  mistaken,  there  was  some  temporary  accommodation  took  place i 
one  period.  It  however  eventually  got  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  andl 
think,  was  several  years  under  the  care  of  the  Yearly  Meeting.  One  a 
the  Monthly  Meetings,  called  the  eastern  district,  (the  old  meeting,)dii 
not  seem  disposed  to  take  either  the  advice  of  the  Quarterly  or  Ywri] 
Meeting  in  the  case.  Perhaps  they  might  have  had  a  little  too  macl 
Orthodoxy  about  them,  and  not  being  disposed  to  submit  to  the  two 
of  the  majority;  and  finally  the  Yearly  Meeting,  I  think,  concluded  ti 
recommend  the  laying  down  of  that  Monthly  Meeting  by  BalUmor 
Quarterly  Meeting.  A  considerable  portion  of  their  members,  ho« 
ever,  for  some  time  seemed  to  stand  out;  but  finally  Concluded  to  ^d 
the  point,  and  submit  to  the  decision  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  a] 
pears  by  the  following  minute  made  on  that  occasion,  which  I  willrean 
Witness  roads:  "On  reading  the  report  of. the  committee  appointe 
to  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting,  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Baltimore,  f< 
the  eastern  district,  made,  on  the  4  th  of  the  Eleventh-month,  1819,  tl 
following  minute,  ^  which,  (the  report,)  claiming  the  serious  consider 
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of  the  meetingy  it  resulted  in  the  conclusion,  that  however  correct 
tmkj  hare  considered  its  proceedings,  and  however  trying  the  circum- 
taKes,  yet,  for  the  sake  of  the  peace  of  society,  it  now  submits  to  the 
Oicontinuance  of  the  Monthly  Meeting.'  "  I  am  acquainted  with  some 
9ther  circumstances,  where  inferior  meetings  have  not  complied  with 

ti  requisitions  of  superior  meetings.  I  have  learned  from  the  records 
Radnor  Monthly  Meeting,  which  I  have  examined  on  the  subject,  that 
l^the  year  1792,  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia  recommended 
Bifaor  Monthly  Meeting  to  hold  their  Monthly  Meeting  at  Radnor, 
k  being  before  held  circular  at  three  different  places.  It  was  not  agree- 
lUe  to  the  Friendl  of  that  meeting,  and  therefore  it  was  not  agreed  to 
k  so  held,  until  Eighth-month,  1796,  when  the  members  became  suffi- 
ckitly  united  to  adopt  the  measure.  Also,  in  the  same  Monthly  Meet* 
in  the  year  1797,  a  committee  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Phila- 
'  la  recommended  the  propriety  of  uniting  Merion  and  Haverford 
_  irative  Meetings,  branches  of  that  meeting,  and  which  report  was 
^UtA  with  by  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  of  course  recommended  to 
til  observance  of  the  Monthly  Meeting.  The  Monthly  Meeting  appoint- 
fi  t  committee  to  consider  the  subject;  and  Friends  of  those  Prepara- 
%tt  Meetings  not  being  united  in  it,  the  committee  of  the  Monthly 
Meeting  reported  in  Twelfth-month,  1798,  as  their  judgment,  that 
be  sud  Preparative  Meetings  be  continued  to  be  held  as  they  had 
PMerly  beeni  and  they  continue  to  be  so  held  to  the  present  day,  I 
kBere. 

Q.  It  it  the  uniform  practice  of  superior  meetings,  whether  in  the 
lldpline  or  otherwise,  to  hold  the  language  of  advice  and  recommenda- 
kHi  to  the  inferior  meetings,  and  patiently  wait  for  the  consent  of  those 
leetingsP 

A-  I  believe  it  has  always  been  practised,  as  far  as  my  knowledge 
tendedf  before  the  present  difficulties  took  place  in  the  Society  of 
Mendi.  There  is  an  instance  recorded  in  the  journal  of  John  Griffith, 
idch  it  ia  a  good  while  since  I  have  read.  I  can  state  the  circum- 
laees  as  they  occur  to  me,  without  recurring  to  the  book,  or  read  it 
tai  the  book  itself,  which  I  have  here.  Preferring  the  latter  mode,  I 
laU  read  from  page  303  to  313,  314  and  315.  From  page  303  I  merely 
Mat  to  show,  that  there  was  a  committee  appointed  by  the  Yearly 
IpBting  of  London 

Mr.  Stmn.  interrupting  the  witness:  The  witness  is  now  giving  his 
■fimony,  with  the  book,  to  which  he  refers,  before  him,  turning  the 
m9tMf  ftttd  occasionally  reading.  I  must,  therefore,  insist,  either  that 
lebook  be  closed,  and  that  he  give  the  case  from  his  general  knowledge 
Fit  as  an  historical  event,  or  make  the  book  itself  an  exhibit,  or  read 
m  the  book  the  whole  case,  that  it  may  be  fully  understood  ;  and  not 
Aoir  the  dictates  of  counsel,  by  reading  that  part  of  it  which  it  is  al- 
Md  cootaina  the  substance  of  the  case. 

Jlr.  Prsee.  I  have  not  undertaken  to  dictate  any  thing  to  the  witness, 
Rafter  numerous  suggestions  of  the  opposite  counsel,  as  to  the  course 
e  witness  should  take,  merely  presumed  to  intimate  to  him,  that  the 
Me  of  the  case,  in  relation  to  the  Cotterhillhcad  Monthly  Meeting, 
mid  be  found,  beginning  at  the  foot  of  page  313,  and  ending  on  page 
S,  which  the  witness  might  quote,  if  he  thought  proper;  as  the  like 
i  rerj  frequently  been  done  by  Thomas  Evans  and  others  during  the 
irae  of  this  examination. 


'  Mr.  Am*  rcpllei:  As  we  ue  comjiiUiig '»  booki  as  well  as  taking  in-B 
tlmony  in  diii  cuise,  that  ■  correct  butoTj  my  he  given,  I  merel;  td^  I 
tliit  the  atiggeitieu  nude  by  me,  «llndea  to  by  the  opposite  counie^ 
were  made  m  conMqoesce  of  the  by-converntion  between  himself  aid 
the  wltnesB,  u  to  whether  the  book  ihonld  or  should  not  be  mwlc  n 
exhibitf  and  were  not  intekded  in  tny  way  to  intet'rcre  with  the  exsn^ 
■aliea  of  the  witneas. 

Mr.  Price.  About  which,  I  gave  no  direcUbn  to  the  witness. 

Mr>  JSbHnk  I  dom't  wiah  to  comber  your  record  with  a  statement  asta 
what  ,did  paaa  betweeo  the  couniel  and  the  witneas,  but  the  counsel  b 
uoqaestioaably  miitalten. 

Mr.  Price.  I  must  thea  apped  to  the  Examiaer,  to  settle  the  quetiko 
between  us. 

The  Examiner  not  bavug  heard  the  counsel,  (ttrec^ji  the  witness  as  la 
the  course  he  should  pursue,  although  a  conTersation  had  taken  pUe; 
between  them  across  the  table,  oa  the  subject  of  oxhibiting  the  book 
whkh  is  admitted,  the  witness  having  asked  witether  he  should  caste 
it  an  exhibit!  and  was  answered,  that  he  might  do  so  or  not,  at  his  mm 
option,  desired  the  counsel  to  proceed  io  the  cxanination. 

The  asud  hour  having  arrived,  adjourned  until  to-morrow 
at  10  o'clock. 

.  Thursday  morning,  March  10,  IS31,  at  10  o'clock.  CxamtRstioD  of 
HalUday  Jackson  cootinned.     Present  the  same  as  yesterday. 

The  witness  continues  his  answer  to  the  last  qutstion. 

The  interruption  that  took  place  last  eTeoing,  ]  apprehend,  wai  oc- 
casioied  from  my  not  understanding  whether  I  had  liberty  to  read  ftiM 
the  bock,  or  whether  I  should  make  an  exhibit  of  it;  and  from  my  idl- 
ing a  question  of  the  counsel  on  that  subject,  the  counsel  retnsrked. 
that  I  might  take  my  own  course;  and  being  fully  satislied  on  that  mh- 
ject,  I  shall  now  proceed  with  my  answer,  and  read  the  part  rcUiiDj 
to  the  subject  that  I  had  in  view. 

I  mentioned,  page  303,  of  John  Griffith's  Journal,  merely  to  showtbil 
therewas  a  comiditteeof  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  I^ondon,  appointed  a 
the  year  1760,  to  visit  their  subordinate  meetings)  which  committeepTO- 
cceded  on  that  service  in  the  beginning  of  the  year  1761.  John  Grif- 
fith feeling  his  mind  engaged  to  unite  with  that  commiitee  in  the  viiii. 
be  makes  the  following  remarks  in  regard  to  Cotterhillhead  Mantblr 
Meeting,  owing  to  the  low  state  of  which  the  superior  meetings  had  for 
a  considerable  time  previous,  a  g^od  deal  of  exercise  and  conccra.  i 
will  now  read,  beginning  at  the  bottom  of  page  3 IS,  all,  as  1  apprcbesdi 
that  relates  to  that  particular  meeting — I  mean  ah  it  rci>ards  this  pV" 
ticular  visit.  [Reads.]  "  The  34th  we  visited  those  under  our  profBt- 
aion  at  Cotterhillhead,  called  a  Monthly  Meeting — but  alas,  upon  if 
quiry,  we  found  but  very  little  done  of  the  business  proper  to  a  MoDtUf 
Meeting;  neither  was  it  held  in  due  course,  but  rather  occasionally,  W 
some  particular  purposes.  And  when  the  state  of  the  members  appeared, 
we  did  not  marvel  thereat,  seeing  most  of  them  were  unfaithful  in  If 
gard  to  that  important  testimony,  against  tithes  and  other  anti-chriadtf- 
demands  of  that  nature:  other  great  disorders  also  had  crept  in, nor  Cia 
any  other  be  reasonably  expected,  where  persons  are  so  void  of  a  righl 
tMiderstandingastosacrificethalnobletestimony— they  have  not  strengtli 
'n  other  branches  in  a  consistent,  efficacious  manner,  so  thit 
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icre  this  defection  hath  prevailedy  we  have  observed  the  most  essen-^ 
il  part  in  religion  (among  us  as  a  people)  has  fallen  with  it.  Meet- 
ga  for  worship  and  discipline  are  neglected,  and  if  sometimes  held  by 
icht  they  are  to  little  good  purpose*— plainness  and  self-denial  are  de- 
irted  from^-this  hard,  dark,  tithe-paying  spirit  is  so  blind,  as  to  see 
It  little  in  any  branch  of  our  testimony,  wherein  there  is  a  cross  to  the 
iraal  mind.  Upon  solid  consideradon,  we  did  not  think  that  using 
ideavours  to  regulate  that  meeting  in  its  situation  at  that  time,  would 
■twer  any  good  purpose— but  the  great  thing  pointed  out  to  us  in  the 
Itht  of  truth,  was  its  being  dissolved,  and  that  the  members  thereof 
sight  be  joined  to  Hertford  Monthly  Meeting,  which  had  been  en- 
leavonred  for  several  years,  both  by  their  Quarterly  Meeting,  and 
ibo  several  committees  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  had  not,  until 
lov,  proved  successful,  as  the  consent  of  mq3t  of  the  members  could 
lot  be  obtained— but  this  meeting,  through  divine  favour,  was  wonder- 
hllf 'overshadowed  with  a  solemn  weight  of  heavenly  power,  which 
nred  and  tendered  their  spirits;  and  at  the  same  time,  mercifully  en- 
lUed  us  clearly  to  demonstrate,  that  they  contended  only  for  the  name 
rf  a  Monthly  Meeting;  seeing  the  service  of  such  a  meeting  was  not 
iBiwered  scarcely  in  any  instance.  They  at  length  generally  yielded, 
ud  a  minute  was  made  to  propose  a  junction  with  Hertford,  which  is 
nace  effected,  to  the  great  ease  and  satisfaction  of  Friends." 

I  may  further  state  in  answer  to  the  question,  that  I  have  known  of 
N  bstance  that  I  recollect,  either  from  history  or  otherwise,  where  a 
■eeting  of  Friends  has  been  laid  down,  without  in  some  way  finally  ob- 
tibing  its  own  consent.  I  might  further  add,  until  this  new  era  of 
Ight  has  dawned  upon  the  society,  when  our  Orthodox  Friends  have 
ndertaken  to  lay  down  meetings,  as  with' the  stroke  of  a  pen,  which  I 
km  before  shown. 

Q.  Does  the  discipline,  when  speaking  of  laying  doum  meetings,  refer 
ia  cases  of  suffering. meetings  to  go  down  through  weakness,  or  to  a 
power  of  forcing  them  down  without  their  consent? 

A.  I  should  suppose  it  meant  to  imply  that  they  should  not  be  suffered 
lo  |o  down  through  weakness,  without  the  consent  of  a  superior  meet- 
iigl  rather  than  to  have  a  power  in  such  meeting  to  force  an  inferior 
Booting  to  lay  down  at  its  pleasure.  I  can  read  a  paragraph  from  an- 
cient discipline  on  that  subject,  made  in  1704,  which  says  that  ^'no 
Qtarterly  Meeting  be  set  up  or  laid  down  without  the  consent  of  the 
fosrly  Meeting,  and  that  no  other  meeting  of  business  or  worship  be 
MtbUshed  or  Ut  fall  without  the  consent  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  where 
Qiarterly  Meetings  are  established;  and  where  not,  then  to  have  the 
ponsent  of  the  next  Quarterly  Meeting  adjoining."  [The  last  quotation 
I  read  by  the  witness  from  the  manuscript  in  his  hands.] 

Q*  Is  there  any  discipline  or  usage  of  the  society  authorizing  com- 
iittees  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  or  of  other  Monthly  Meetings,  to  in- 
torporate  themselves  as  a  part  of  a  Monthly  Meeting,  to  carry  on  the 
ffDcess  of  disownments? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  discipline  that  would  authorize  a  committee 
r  a  Quarterly  Meeting  to  engage  in  visit^  of  that  kind  to  offenders: 
luarterly  Meetings  may  appoint  committees  to  render  advice  to  Monthly 
[eetings  in  cases  of  difficulty,  when  they  make  such  a  request;  but  I 
slieve  it  has  not  been  understood  that  they  have  authority,  and  I  am 
ittsfied  that  it  has  not  been  the  usage  of  the  society,  for  such  commit- 
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tees  to  become  incorporated  with  a  Monthly  Meeting  in  dealing^  wii 

offenders. 

Q.  Has  such  practice  been  pursued  by  the  Orthodox  party  tocSei 
what  they  call  disoicnments  of  Friends? 

A.  O  yes;  there  has  been  an  abundance  of  that  carried  on  in  differa 
parts  of  the  Yearly  Meeting;  and  not  only  in  Quarterly  Meetings  seadin, 
their  committees  far  out  of  the  limits  of  their  own  Quarters:  I  think  i 
case  occurred  in  what  they  call  the  Orthodox  Quarter,  held  at  Concord 
sending  a  committee  one  hundred  miles,  or  more,  down  to  the  easteti 
shore  of  Maryland,  and  in  the  state  of  Delaware,  to  join  with  a  few  thai 
were  left  of  their  number  in  that  Quarter,  in  disowning  the  great  body 
of  Friends  there;  but  in  a  great  variety  of  instances  I  have  heard  of  their 
committees  of  their  Quarters,  travelling  out  of  the  limits  of  their  owa 
Monthly  Meetings,  in  performing  this  service  of  what  they  called  trealmg 
with  and  disowning  Friends. 

Q.  Is  the  executive  power  of  the  society  to  carry  into  effect  discipliM 
in  this  respect,  solely  vested  in  the  Monthly  Meetings? 

A.  I  have  always  understood  it  so. 

Q.  When  one  party  is  in  the  violation  of  the  discipline  and  order  of 
the  society,  is  it  in  a  state  to  insist  upon  the  observance  of  discipliie 
towards  it,  by  the  other  party? 

A*  I  think  they  would  be  very  poorly  qualified  to  give  such  advice  to 
the  other  party;  and  the  proverb  might  well  be  applied  to  them,  ^^Ffaj' 
sician,  heal  thyself:'*  and  also  that  scripture  declaration,  *^  First  cast  oat 
the  beam  out  of  thine  own  eye,  that  thou  mayest  see  clearly  to  take  ott 
the  mole  that  is  in  thy  brother's  eye." 

Q.  When  Friends  of  Philadelphia  sought  the  protection  of  Darbf 
Monthly  Meeting,  was  it  from  the  domination  of  that  party  which  yoi 
have  spoken  of,  >vho  had  irregularly  undertaken  to  stop  a  minister  tra- 
velling in  the  order  of  society,  who  had  rejected  the  represeatatires  of 
the  southern  Quarter,  who  had  attempted  to  impose  an  elder  on  Green 
street  Monthly  Meeting,  and  to  lay  it  down  against  its  consent,  who 
imposed  a  clerk  on  the  Vearly  Meeting  of  Fourth-month,  1827,  who  pe^ 
verted  the  discipline  to  sever  the  society,  and  arrogate  its  property  to 
themselves? 

A.  Yes ;  I  think  I  can  answer  that  in  short.  It  was  from  the  arbitrary 
measures  pursued  by  that  party,  which  I  have  before  largely  showiii  ii 
my  previous  examination. 

Q.  Had  there  been  cases  of  releascment  of  elders  and  ministers  froii 
their  appointments,  previous  to  the  late  division  in  the  society? 

Witness.  Releaseraents,  by  whom? 

Counsel.  By  the  Monthly  Meeting  appointing  them. 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  recognise  an  instance  within  my  knowledge^ 
but  I  have  some  historical  facts  in  relation  to  the  early  appointments  of 
elders,  which  I  shall  note  a  few  circumstances  from,  without  burdening 
the  record  with  a  great  deal  of  quotation,  and  which  I  have  compared 
with  the  records  of  those  meetings  from  which  these  extracts  were  takeSf 
and  from  which  it  will  appear,  that  in  a  great  variety  of  instances  clden 
were  appointed  for  a  limited  time,  and  released  at  the  pleasure  of  the 
Monthly  Meeting.  It  appears  that  the  discipline  for  the  appointment 
of  elders  to  sit  with  the  ministers,  was  made  about  the  year  1714;  and 
in  compliance  with  that  recommendation  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  it  ap 
pears  that  in  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting,  Middlctown  Monthly  Meetinf 
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ide  the  first  appointment  of  elders  under  that  rule ;  and  the  following 
nute  was  made  on  the  occasion,  dated  3d  of  Twelfth-month,  1714 — 
This  meeting  doth  appoint  John  Baynes  and  John  Perquite,  according 
the  order  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  to  sit  with  the  ministers  in  their 
ietings,  and  that  there  be  a  new  election  every  year,  or  oftener,  if  there 
occasion.'*  [Middletown  Records,  book  A.  p.  122.]  And  at  the 
onthly  Meeting  held  2nd  of  Twelfth-month,  1715— "Adam  Marker 
d  Stephen  Twining  are  appointed  to  sit  with  the  ministers  in  their 
ectiogs  for  the  ensuing  year,  or  until  others  be  appointed  in  their 
ud."  [Same  records,  page  128.]  And  at  2nd  of  First-month,  172 1 — 
This  meeting  doth  appoint  Thomas  Baynes  and  Thomas  Hillbom  to 
twfth  the  ministering  Friends  in  their  meeting."  [Same  record,  p. 
(6.]  The  next  is  4th  of  Seventh-month,  1 729 — ^^'  Thomas  Baynes  having 
in  one  of  the  Friends  appointed  to  sit  with,  or  accompany  the  minis* 
ring  Friends  in  their  meetings,  but  being  removed  from  amongst  us^ 
lit  meeting  appoints  John  Wildman,  along  with  Adam  Harker,  to 
arve  in  his  stead,  until  further  orders."  [Same  record,  p.  233.]  Under 
iteof  5th  of  Ninth-month,  1730,  I  find  the  following  minute — "Adam 
^trker  having  been  appcfinted  by  this  meeting,  to  meet  and  sit  with  the 
iaisters  in  their  particular  meetings,  but  being  likely  to  remove  for  a 
me,  this  meeting  appoints  William  Paxson  to  serve  in  that  place  along 
ith  John  Wildman,  till  another  may  be  appointed."    [Same  record,  p. 

So.  J 

There  is  another  instance  or  two  I  will  read  to  show  that  there  was 
Ma  limitadon.  The  first  is  5th  of  Fourth-Month,  1740.  "This 
meeting  appoints  Robert  Collison,  as  an  elder  to  sit  in  the  meeting  of 
uaisters,  in  thef stead  of  John  Wildman,  deceased."  [Same  record,  p. 
n^.]  The  next  is  1st  of  Ninth-month,  1750:  "Adam  Harker,  one  of 
te  Friends  appointed  by  this  meeting,  as  an  elder,  to  attend  the  service 
f  the  select  meetings,  being  removed  to  Philadelphia,  this  meeting 
ppointB  James  Thackray,  to  serve  the  meeting  in  that  station,  in  his 
tetd.**    [Same  record,  p.  384.] 

I  will  now  refer  to  Concord  Monthly  Meeting.  It  appears  that  at 
iNmt  the  same  period,  in  pursuance  of  the  discipline  that  was  made  for 
^  appointment  of  elders.  Concord  Monthly  Meeting  proceeded  to  ap- 
^t,  in  pursuance  of  that  recommendation,  and  under  date  of  5th  of 
twelfth-month,  1727,  "John  Townsend  is  appointed  an  elder  for  Bir- 
ungham  Meeting,"  (which  was  a  branch  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,)  ^to 
attend  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  till  further  orders."  [Concord 
^rds,  1  St  vol.  p.  234.] 

Under  date  of  Third-month  3d,  1736,  an  elder  being  reported  as  de- 
jCtted,  said  meeting  appointed  **  John  Bezer  to  attend  that  service,  till 
■rthcr  orders."    [Same  record,  p.  283.] 

And  under  date  of  7th  of  Twelfth-month,  1736,  another  elder  having 
Isceased,  '*the  meeting  appoints  Benjamin  Mendenhall  to  attend  that 
citice,  till  further  orders."    [Same  record,  p.  288.] 

Under  date  of  7th  of  Third-month,  1744,  Thomas  Gilpin  was  ap- 
€ited  in  the  room  of  Ralph  Evanson,  deceased,  no  time  stated.  [Ibid. 
tti]  He  was  released  from  his  said  station  without  his  request  or 
signation.  By  minute  bearing  date  the  4th  of  Sixth-month,  1746, 
Concord  Preparative  Meeting  returns  William  Trimble  for  an  elder 
■it  in  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  in  the  room  of  Thomas 
Jpin,  which  is  accented  till  further  orders."    [Ibid.  359.] 
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On  examining  the  records  it  does  not  appear  thereon,  that  Thonai 
Gilpin  was  under  dealing,  or  that  he  requested  to  be  released  from  the 
station. 

In  Ninth-month  following,  he  applied  for,  and  in  due  time  obUuoed^ 
a  certificate  of  removal.     [Ibid.  360.] 

Under  date  3d  of  Fifth-month,  1756,  <^  Chichester  Preparatory  Meet- 
ing proposes  Christopher  Dingey,  for  elder,  (with  William  Ford,]  whicfc 
this  meeting  allows  of,  till  further  orders."    [Ibid.  438.] 

I  might  go  on  and  state  a  number  of  instances  of  the  appointnUBtaf 
elders  in  the  same  way,  but  I  don't  wish  to  swell  the  record  more  tlMi 
necessary.  , 

There  is  one  instance  which  I  find  on  the  records  of  Concord  Moadilf 
Meeting,  under  date  of  the  5th  of  Eighth-month,  1778 :  ^  This  meedq| 
having,  some  time  ag^,  recommended  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  iBiBii» 
ters  and  elders,  Phebe  Yarnall  as  a  minister,  and  Hannah  Carter  utt 
elder,  do  now  discontinue  them  from  being  membei^  thereof;  and.  the 
clerk  ordered  to  furnish  their  nesLt  Quarterly  Meeting  with  a  copy  <f 
this  minute."    [Page  59.]  ' 

At  a  subsequent  meeting,  held  the  8th  of  Fifth?month,  1783,  BiriiiiV 
ham  Preparative  Meeting  proposes  our  friend^  Hannah  Carter's  beif 
reinstated  to  the  station  of  an  elder,  and'  a  committee  was  appointed  It 
take  an  opportunity  with  her  on  the  occasion,  and  report  thereof  to  Ae 
next  meeting.  And  at  the  next  meeting,  in  Sixth-month,  she  was  agin 
recommended  to  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  as  an  elder.  From 
which  it  appears  to  me  that  the  practice  of  appointing  elders  for  t 
limited  period,  and  Monthly  Meetings  releasing  them  at  their  plenum 
is  not  a  new  doctrine  in  the  society.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  addnuK^ 
more;  with  respect  to  ministers,  I  have  known  from  general  reputCp 
some  instances,  where  they  have  been  displaced  from  their  stationii  I 
have  never  known  an  instance,  I  think,  where  it  was  done  by  a  MontUf 
Meeting,  without  they  had  given  some  ground  for  uneasiness,  in  regud 
to  their  conduct,  in  some  way  or  other. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  in  your  cross-examination  of  the  denunciation 
of  Ann  Jones  and  others,  against  Friends:  was  it  the  habit  of  Eliv 
Hicks,  and  other  ministering  Friends,  to  recriminate  and  revile  thoie 
who  reviled  against  them?  ' 

A.  No,  I  never  heard  any  thing  like  it,  in  the  course  of  their  mioi** 
try ;  which  I  think  will  abundantly  appear  from  their  testimonies,  that 
have  been  taken  down,  and  published  to  the  world.  I  think  theAofM 
thing  I  ever  heard  Elias  Hicks  utter  in  a  public  testimony,  (and  that 
does  not  say  to  whom  it  was  applied,)  is  contained  in  the  following  ex- 
tract from  one  of  his  testimonies,  which  I  heard  delivered  in  the  mcf*" 
ing  of  which  I  am  a  member:  **  And  there  are  those  who  assert  thatl 
disbelieve  the  scriptures,  and  that  I  undervalue  them;  but  there  is  W^ 
a  greater  falsehood  expressed  among  mankind;  and  I  will  assure  you,  Bf  *] 
friends,  that  what  I  say  is  the  truth;  I  have  loved  the  scriptures  of  trstli  ' 
from  my  youth;  I  have  delighted  in  reading  them,  and  perhaps  tfcllt 
are  none  who  have  read  them  more  than  myself;  and  I  presume,  accflri" 
ing  to  my  knowledge,  no  man  has  received  more  advantage  than  I  h#l 
and  continue  to  have,  from  reading  them."     [1st  vol.  Quaker,  p.  19^' 

Q.  I  think  you  have  been  asked,  as  to  the  purchase  and  circulatioS» 
those  testimonies,  and  other  works  by  Friends,  since  the  separation*   * 
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»ttld  ask  whether  they  have  extensirely  promoted  the  publication  and 
rcnlation  of  the  writings  of  early  Friends? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  I  have  been  asked  a  question  of  that  nature; 
It  I  can  answer  that  Friends  have  been  very  much  engaged  in  patronis- 
%J(fod  encouraging  the  republication  of  some  of  the  writing  of  our 
■dent  Friends.  The  works  of  Crtorgt  Fox  are  now  in  the  press,  to  con- 
dn  eight  volumes  I  think,  large  octavo,  which  I  believe  are  pretty 
irgeljr  patronised  by  the  subscriptions  of  Friends;  and  the  publication 

tit,  I  think,  was  patronised  in  that  way,  by  the  recommendation  of 
!  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York,  the  last  year.  The  works  of  WtUiam 
Iwfy  have  also  been  republished  of  latter  time,  and  patronised  by 
Riends  pretty  extensively,  I  apprehend.  Ther  works  of  William  Shetoen^ 
Ul  more  recently  the  works  of  Job  Seott^  containing  two  large  octavo 
Mnies,  have  been  published  under  the  patronage  of  Friends.     And  I 

eak  many,  other  works  of  a  smaller  sort.  These  were  all  men,  eminent 
their  day^  and  esteiemed  as  advocates  for  the  principles  of  the  Society 
IT  Friends :  and  which,  as  a  society,  we  yet  highly  esteem. 
■^  Yoa  kave  been  cross-examined  as  lo  what  you  knew  of  Benjamin 
Mn^  and  ihe^  ^  Delaware  Free  Press;*'  was  not  Benjamin  Webb  at  the 
mt  of  the  adjournment  in  December  last,  and  since,  under  the  care  of 
w  Monthly  Meeting  or  its  overseers,  in  relation  to  his  concern  in  that 

A.  From  what  I  have  understood,  since,  he  was  under  the  care  of  the 
iverseers  at  that  time,  though  then  unknown  to  me.  He  has  since  been 
Mder  the  care  of  the  overseers,  and  the  Preparative  Meeting,  and  is 

EVttder  dealing  in  the  Monthly  Meeting,  for  the  part  he  has  taken  in 

•"..  [noon.] 

^!  Did  Doctor  William  Gibbons  advocate  the  sentiments  of  Frances 
'^'^jhtii  Robert  Dale  Owen,  and  others  of  that  school,  when  he  wrote 
9d  pnbfiahed  his  ** Exposition  of  Modern  Scepticism,"  in  a  letter  ad- 
finsed  to  the  editors  of  the  *'  Free  Inquirer?" 

'A.  No|  I  think  he  was  very  far  from  it;  which  his  book  will  show  for 
mtL 

%  b  this  the  book?  [producing  a  pamphlet  to  the  witness.] 

A.  Yes,  this  appears  to  be  the  third  edition  of  it,  and  which  I  am 
v^ljf  to  offer  as  an  exhibit. 

^e  $ald  pamphlet  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  complain- 
otrand  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  Exhibit  V. 

'Q.  Was  that  work  extensively  circulated  and  approved  in  the  Society 
iFiiends? 

A.  It  was  the  work  of  an  individual,  for  which  he  alone  was  respon- 
Ijlej  and  I  believe  it  had  a  very  extensive  circulation,  not  only  among 
jnends,  but  among  other  professors,  as  it  very  soon  underwent  a  third 
ttUon.  I  have  also  understood  from  common  report,  that  when  it  first 
jlie  out,  it  was  highly  extolled  by  some  of  those  called  Orthodox; 
mad  Bettle  was  one  who  I  heard  mentioned  it,  as  pronouncing  it  an  ex- 
Wdinary  work.  I  have  understood  that  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  of 
UendSi  in  Ohio,  have  got  a  large  edition  of  it  printed  there.  There 
Hts,  however,  been  some  individuals,  I  believe,  that  I  have  heard  of 
BUNig  Friends,  who  did  not  altogether  approve  of  it,  as  being  thought 
i>  be  rather  too  severe;  and,  I  think,  the  editor  of  a  paper  called  *'The 

Vol.  II 24 


186 

Friend,"  published  in  PhilidelphiBt  or  an  editorial  rcraaik  made  m  ihii 
MUMT,  made  some  pretty  KTCre  remarks  at>out  it}  I  cannot  repeat  them. 
Eliaha  Bateif  also,  in  Ohio,  attacked  it  pretty  warmly  in  the  paper  of 
which  be  is  the  editor;  but  whether  in  so.dotiis.  they  meant  to  be  un- 
derstood, as  advocating  or  defending  the  principles  of  Frances  Wrigtit 
or  Robert  Dale  Owen,  Is  best  known  to  themselTes:  or  whether  it  wu 
from  the  great  antipathy  they  felt  towards  Dr.  Gibbons,  as  the;  had 
some  time  before  that  (and  especially  Elisha  Bates)  had  a  comtrovenj 
with  faimi  and  felt  the  force  of  his  pen. 

Q.  When  a  meeting  gives  a  minute  of  the  acceptable  service  of  a  ti^ 
veiling  miniBter  with  them,  is  it  ever  understood  by  the  society  to  extud 
to  any  other  occasion  than.that  the  service  of  which  is  approved? 

A.  I  never  understood  it  to  extend  to  any  thing  further  than  the  mp. 
vice  that  he  might  have  had  in  the  meeting  granting  such  a  minutei' 
unlesB  that  minute  expressed  something  further.  It  would  be  anre»^ 
aonable  to  construe  it  in  any  other  waynor,  however  acceptable  an  i'- 
dividual's  service  might  be  in  one  meeting,  that  meeting  could  not 
able  to  judge  of  it  in  another  meeting  where  they  were  not  present. 

Q.  You  think  then,  it  would  not  go  to  approve  of  every  detached  M 
timent,  or  part  of  a  sentiment,  which  those  inimically  disposed  agaSnit 
the  minister  might  have  treasured  up  as  delivered  in  other  Yearly  Mcef-i 
ings,  and  distant  places,  and  which  that  meeting  would  have  had  no 
knowledge  ofP 

A.  No{  it  could  not  be  construed  in  any  such  way;  or  else  it  would 
he  dangerous  for  any  meeting  to  give  any  minister  a  minute  of  appraba* 
Uon  of  his  services  in  that  meeting,  however  high  hia  standing  n^M; 

**•  I 

Q.  Has  a  Yearly  Meeting  any  constitution  prescribed  to  it  by  a  sa* 
perior  power  limiting  its  authority,  or  is  it,  itself,  the  highest  power  tfl 
the  society,  being  a  convention  of  the  people  themsclvesP 

A.  I  have  stated  before,  I  think,  that  a  Yearly  Meeting  has  no  suDeiior  . 
head,  but  the  great  head  of  the  church.  It  is  the  convention  itself  mat 
and  assembled  together,  that  must  form  rules  for  its  own  goveroma^ 
and  that  convention  is  made  out  of  the  people:  apd  each  Yearly  Mae^ 
ing  is  an  independent  body,  subject  to  no  coutrot  from  any  other  UBh 
lar  body,  or  any  convention  that  such  bodies  might  form:  unless  sack 
Yearly  Meeting  has  resigned  its  powers  as  an  independent  body,  ials 
that  convention. 

Q.  Were  Friends,  Friends,  before  the  separation  of  the  OrUlodoS? 

A.  They  were  so. 

■tj.  Are  they  the  same  now  that  they  were  before  such  sepkAiiioa? 

A.  They  profess  to  be  the  same:  and  know  no  other  title,  but  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends:  and  disclaim  ail  other  titles  that  have  been  given  tbea 
in  derision  by  their  enemies. 

Q.  Have  they  adopted  any  creed  or  testimony  of  faith  to  evince  thit 
they  are  not  the  Society  of  Friends;  or  have  they  repealed  their  testinw 
nies  against  war,  a  hireling  ministry,  oaths,  slavery,  gaming,  fast-day^ 
and  formal  worship,— ardent  spirits,  worldly  compliments,  and  fadiw 
able  attire,  detraction  and  litigations? 

A.  No;  they  have  adopted  no  creed  of  that  nature :  nor  issued  any  de- 
claration to  evince  that  they  are  not  the  Society  of  Friends.  They  Or 
deavour  to  maintain  those  various  testimonies,  there  recited,  as  they 
have  formerly  done.  But  as  it  is  never  to  be  expected  that  the  militaat 
cbnrch  will  be  entirely  perfect  in  the  support  of  all  its  variona  teitiiM* 
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nif 8,  80  we  must  acknoulcdg^e  that  there  are  cleficiences  in  some  respects, 
aoiongf  some'  of  our  members  ;  and  more  especially  in  copying  after  the 
manners  and  customs  of  the  world,  in  fashionable  attire.  But  as  a  so- 
ciety, we  endeavour  to  maintain  those  testimonies  according  to  the  abi- 
lity afforded  us. 

Q.  Are  you  sensible  of  an  equal  faithfulness  to  those  testimonies, 
since  the  separation,  as  before? 

A.  Yes.  I  think  quite  as  much  so:  and  in  many  respects  there  seems 
to  be  a  reviving  of  zeal  in  the  support  of  those  testimonies:  as  was  very 
evident  in  the  sentiments  that  have  been  expressed  in  our  Yearly  Meet- 
ings, by  the  most  valuable  and  active  members  of  society. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at  10  o'clock. 

Friday  morning,  March  11,  at  10  o'clock.    Examination  continued. 

The  counsel  for  the  complainant,  and  Stacy  Decow,  having  rested  the 
farther  examination  in  chief  of  Halliday  Jackson,  he  is  again  called,  and 
further  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrickson,  to  wit: 

Question  by  Mr.  Sloan.  Has  not  a  great  portion,  if  not  all  the  property 
of  the  Society  of  Friends,  been  acquired  by  donation  or  bequest* 

A.  I  am  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  understand  the  question^  does  the  coun- 
sel mean  to  include  subacriptionaP 

Counsel.  Certainly;  they  are  considered  as  donations. 

A.  I  expect  it  has,  generally,  been  acquired  in  that  way.  I  don*t  see 
any  other  way  in  which  it  could  be  acquired. 

Q.  Have  not  all  the  conveyances  to  the  society  for  property  thus  ac- 
quired, been  made  in  trust  for  the  use  of  the  religious  Society  of  Friends; 
and  is  not  all  their  property  held  in  that  way? 

A.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  and  examining  many  of 
the  title  papers  of  the  property  of  Friends,  held  for  the  use  of  meetings; 
but  so  far  as  I  do  know,  I  think  each  meeting  holds  its  property  by  trus- 
tees appointed  by  that  particular  meeting,  for  the  use  of  the  Friends  who 
constitute  such  meeting,  and  for  no  other  purpose  that  I  know  of,  nor 
subject  to  the  direction  of  any  particular  meeting. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  have  any  knowledge  of  the  conveyances  to  meetings, 
has  not  the  declaration  of  the  trust  contained  an  express  clause,  that  the 
property  should  be  held  for  the  use  and  beneBt  of  the  members  of  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends,  of  the  meeting  to  whose  use  it  was  conveyed? 

A.  Yes.  So  far  as  I  have  knowledge,  I  think,  that  is  the  form  of  the 
trust,  confined  to  that  particular  meeting  specified  in  the  trust. 

Q.  Is  there  not  also  a  clause  contained  in  these  declarations  of  trust, 
that  if  any  of  the  trustees  shall  be  disowned  by  the  meeting,  that  they 
should  no  longer  be  considered  as  trustees  under  the  conveyance? 

A.  Yes:  I  rather  expect  that  is  generally  the  case;  though  I  have  not 
had  many  opportunities  of  seeing  the  title  papers. 

Q.  Under  these  conveyances,  and  the  discipline  of  your  society,  has 
it  not  always  been  considered  by  the  society,  that  a  member  who  was 
disowned,  thereby  lost  all  his  rights  in  the  property  held  by  the  society, 
as  well  as  his  right  to  religious  communion  with  them? 

A.  I  think  that  has  generally  been  the  case.  And  I  think  it  is  right 
it  should  be  so;  that  when  a  man  has  been  guilty  of  any  immoral  conduct, 
or  any  other  violation  of  the  discipline  and  rules  of  the  society,  and  be- 
comes justly  disowned  for  such  conduct,  his  claims  on  the  society,  and 
on  the  property,  would  of  course  cease.    But  I  should  suppose  it  was 
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never  Intended  by  tueli  order  to  pat  it  into  the  power  of  m  fev  iadiii 
•in  any  meeting  to  assame  to  tbemselves,  the  right  to  disown  Che 
pordon  of  the  meeting,  on  tome  flimsy  ground  not  uthoriand 
discipline,  and  thereby  monopolize  to  them^ves  the  whole  of  the' 
pertyi  or  otherwise  it  might  come  into  the  hands  of  an  individnnl  or 
who  might  be  disposed  to  speculate  on  the  property  of  the  wodgtw  im^ 
manner;  and  finally  a  single  mdividual  might  do  as  a  Friend  ts  said  to  I 
done  in  one  of  the  West  India  Islands,  where  a  meeting  of  Frteads-l 
become  so  far  extinct,  that  there  was  but  himself  and  one  od^^ri 
when  he  persuaded  the  other  to  join  him,  and  hold  a  Monthly 
where  he  disowned  him  and  took  the  property  to  himselfl 

Q.  I  don't  think  that  I  fully  understood  the  idea  intended  to  bci 
veyed  by  the  witness,.in  his  re-examinaUon  in  chief,  in  his  answer  Jto 
question  relative  to  the  control  which  a  superior  meeting  inight-' 
over  the  property  of  an  inferior,  where  such  inferior  meetings t»y 
of  the  death,  removal,  or  disownment  of  its  members  may  have  ~ 
extincti  do  you  mean  to  say,  that  in  such  a  case  there  is  no  power  or  i 
thority  vested  in  the  superior  meeting  to  make  a  dispositipn  of 
property,  and  apply  the  proceeds  to  the  use  of  the  society,  or  what 
become  of  the  property  in  such  a  case? 

A.    I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  discipline  in  the  case;  i^Ucll  b  thj^^ 
only  criterion  we  must  judge  by,  that  gives  a  superior  meetieg  aayj 
thority  over  the  disposition  of  the  property  of  an  inferior  meetiagf  i 
I  think  I  am  not  acquainted  with  any  circumstance  of  that  kind  thatl 
come  within  my  knowledge,  exceot  there  be  a  circumstance  at  Chai 
ton.  South  Carolina,  somewhat  ot  that  nature.    When  a  meeting 
become  nearly  or  quite  extinct,  I  cannot  say  how  that  was,  and  wM 
the  Friends  that  were  last  there  might  have  requested  the  Meetfalgtbr'-i 
Sufferings  to  take  it  under  their  charge  and  care,  I  know  not:  but  pre- 
tIous  to  the  separation^n  1827,  it  was  under  the  care  of  die  Meeting  fiir 
Sufferings,  or  the  Yearly  Meeting  hei*e,  I  am  not  sure  which.    Howit^ 
has  been  disposed  of  since,  I  can't  tell  any  thing  about  it.    The  circa»' 
stance  I  have  last  mentioned  of  a  meeting  in  Bardadoes,  perhaps,  oneof 
the  West  India  Islands,  was  another  instance  of  a  meeting  becoming  (0^.^ 
tinct;  but  how  the  proceeds  were  finally  disposed  of,  I  don't  know.  .^Aai'i 
I  apprehend,  that  in  the  great  emigration  that  has  taken  place,  of  Fricadi 
in  the  southern  states,  within  the  last  twenty  years,  there  must  hMKff 
many  meetings  become  extinct:  but  how  tlicy  disposed  of  their  proptftp 
I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  In  those  cases  in  which  from  great  diminution  of  numbers  ia  a  • 
meeting,  the  society  have  thought  it  expedient  to  transfer  sitch  meetilg 
and  join  it  to  another  Monthly  or  Quarterly  Meeting,  do  the  rights  (rftte  ' 
members  of  the  meeting  so  transferred  in  the  property  theretofore  hcU  \ 
by  them,  remain  unimpaired  by  that  act?  \ 

A.  I  should  not  think  they  would  be  impaired,  if  the  trust  was  origi*  ' 
nally  in  the  members,  and  for  the  use  of  that  particular  meeting;  thon^ 
they  might  have  laid  down  a  Monthly  Meeting  by  mutual  agreement,  or  n 
a  Preparative  Meeting,  and  attached  them  to  a  neighbouring  onei  l^N 
think  their  rights  would  remain  unimpaired,  unless  by  their  own  adt' 
they  had  chosen  to  convey  them  away  to  the  meeting  to  which  they  had 
become  attached. 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  In  the  discipline  which  contemplates  the  exist* 
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two  parties  in  the  Society  of  Friends,  or  are  all  its  provisions 
T  the  governanc^e  of  the  society  as  one  body? 
laTC  repeatedly,  I  think,  before,  in  substance  answered  that  ques- 
at  there  was  no  provision  made  in  the  discipline  for  a  revolution 
ociety.  But  since  the  separation  has  taken  place,  both  parties 
en  under  the  necessity  of  acting  according  to  circumstances, 
any  such  provision  in  the  discipline.  And  it  seems  by  the  minor 
lus  pursuing  the  others  at  law,  they  seemed  disposed  if  they  can 
countenance  and  support  of  the  civil  authorities,  to  monopoliu 
iroperty  to  themselves. 

I  there  any  thing  then  to  be  found  in  the  discipline,  or  in  the  con- 
8  to  which  you  have  alluded,  authorizing  or  justifying  the  society 
ng  an  apportionment  or  allotment  of  the  property  held  by  them,  ^ 
i  two  parties,  each  of  whom  claim  to  be  the  Society  of  Friends, 
se  use  the  property  was  obtained? 

^hat  I  stated  before,  was  that  there  was  no  provision  made  in  the 
De  for  such  an  event;  and  certainly  there  can  be  no  discipline  to 
Friends  from  making  such  disposition  of  their  property  as 
ly  think  best,  where  they  can  do  so  by  mutual  agreement;  and 
ve  the  power  to  mutually  agree  if  they  choose  to  do  so. 
/"ould  not  such  agreement  on  the  part  of  those  who  profess 
▼es  to  be  the  Society  of  Friends,  and  to  act  under  its  discipline 
established,  and  who  profess  to  believe,  that  that  portion  of  the 
which  has  separated  from  them  have  fopfeited  their  rights  of 
:*ship,  and  are  not  any  portion  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  be  a 
iriolation  of  that  part  of  the  discipline,  which  directs  that  '*  all 
DS  and  legacies  be  strictly  applied  to  the  uses  intended  by  the 

hat  quesdon  seems  to  involve  the  same  subject,  I  have  so  repeat- 
(wered,  in  regard  to  a  division  in  the  sociely,  for  which  there  is 
ision  made.  And  if  Friends  were  willing  to  concede  to  the  coun- 
we  were  thus  circumstanced,  as  he  has  described  in  that  question, 
t  be  a  violation  of  the  discipline  in  such  cases.  But  the  society 
ivided,  and  each  claiming  to  be  the  Society  of  Friends,  ihaintain- 
principles,  and  acting  under  its  discipline,  the  decision  must  rest 
fher  tribunal  than  this,  to  say  who  are  the  Society  of  Friends, 
urt  of  Chancery  is  the  higher  tribunal  I  spoke  of. 
1  the  propositions  made  by  those  whom  you  call  Friends  to  the 
irty,  tor  an  amicable  adjustment  of  your  diHiculties,  by  divisions 
property  or  otherwise,  did  you  not  always  assume  that  you  were 
^inai  Society  of  Friends,  and  was  not  that  one  of  the  objections 
y  the  other  party  to  your  propositions,  that  they  did  not,  nor 
ot  consistently  with  their  professions  and  convictions,  acknow- 
our  party  as  the  society,  believing  as  they  did,  that  you  had  vio- 
ft  discipline  by  the  course  you  had  pursued? 
7e  have  always  professed  to  be  the  Society  of  Friends  as  formerly; 
t  regarded  property,  we  considered  that  our  civil  rights;  but  our 
s  principles  were  not  involved  in  the  amicable  settlement  and 
:ion  of  the  property  as  held  by  the  parties  in  common,  previous 
eparation,  further  than  we  had  a  testimony  against  going  to  law| 
srefore,  as  they  had  separated  from  us  from  motives  best  known 
selves,  we  considered  they  were  entitled  to  their  civil  rights^  and 
ion  of  the  property,  according  to  their  numbers,  as  they  might 
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■Und  divided  in  the  partlcuUr  meettn^  to  which  ihcy  beIong«|fl 
'  fore  these  friendly  overtareB  were  made— I  beliert,  in  a  great  n 
MuicM  in  an  official  way,  one  of  which  I  have  produced  here  in  ^ 
of  a  minute  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  which  I  km  a  mcmbei^ 
thinlc  I  might  have  produced  many  more  of  limUbr  ones  that  k 
poueuion  at  home— but  I  don't  know  that  I  cm  rccogniK  a 
aunce  where  tbey  have  ^ven  Friendi  an  official  answer,  fbr 
they  may  have  tud*  In  answer  to  some  of  these  offers,  that  t 
make  so  compromise  with  asf  and  many  individutils  of  them  bavl 
that  they  would  have  aU  or  none. 

Q.  My  question  was  limited  to  the  ovcrtttrei  made  by  you; 
did  you  not  always  assume  the  fact  that  yon  were  the  Society  of  Frim 
and  that  they  had  separated  from  it,  as  yoo  have  done  in  the  exhibit  U 
which  you  have  alluded?    (Exhibit  U.) 

A.  We  have  always,  as  I  said  before,  maintained  that  we  were  Ibl 
Society  of  Friends,  and  have  admitted  in  the  paper  that  I  have  ofTcntf 
as  an  exhibit,  (Exhibit  U,)  that  they  had  separalcct  from  a 
But  we  have  used  no  appellation  to  them,  as  desi)^nntin^  them  bytl 
other  name.    It  is  merely  confined  to  the  matter  of  progicrty,  to  mdxl^ 
amicable  settlement  and  disposition  of  that.     As  to  the  form  that  ol 
meetings  have  pursued  in  such  overtures,  I  cannot  say  as  to  the  liMf 
gnage  they  have  made  ose  of,  as  I  have  none  of  them  bcre  to  refer  U 

Q.  Were  your  propositions  addressed  to  them  in  their  colleclirecs 
,  pacity  as  a  society  ar  all,  or  were  they  addressed  to  them  indivtdu^yt  I 
enumerating  a  greater  or  less  number  of  names,  as  persons  who  h* 
separated  from  society? 

A.  1b  the  circumstance- of  our  own  meeting,  there  were  four  copll 
of  that  minute  1  have  offered,  made  out,  signed  by  the  cterk  of  vat 
Monthly  Meeting,  and  which  was  addressed  to  the  four  individuals*! 
are  named  in  the  minute,' one  of  whom  was  the  clerk,  said  to  be  lU 
clerk  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  they  had  set  up,  or  assumed  to  set  vft 
the  other  three  were  pronUnent  individuals  among  them.  Myself  >■ 
another  Friend  were  appointed  to  furnish  them  with  these  papers}  *l 
accordingly  did  so,  and  requested  them  to  take  the  subject  under  ce*^ 
sideration  in  their  collective  capacity,  and  to  furnish  us  with  an  vox* 
when  they  were  ready.  Three  of  them  accepted  the  papers,  and  ^ 
MS  some  expectation  that  they  would  so  consider  the  ^ubji^ci.  The  mI 
one  did  not  keep  the  paper;  but  after  hearingit  rest!,  desired  us  tott 
it  ourselves,  or  to  give  it  to  somebody  else,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  M 
any  thing  to  do  with  it.  But  we  have  never,  I  believe,  received  A 
answer  to  those  papers,  in  any  oSicial  way,  or  otherwise.  There  W 
been  a  number  of  other  instances  I  have  beard  of,  where  a  deputaliovi 
this  kind  has  went  either  to  their  Preparative  or  Monthly  Meetingi|l 
the  case  might  he,  and  made  the  eame  friendly  offers  in  thai  oHicial  *1 

Q.  You  have  spokenofftsh  of  members  of  the  country  Monthly MfcP 
ings — was  it  usual  for  the  meetings  to  keep  such  Hals  before  the  septrtr 
tion;  and  for  how  long  had  it  been  practised  i 

A.  I  believe  that  has  been  a  pretty  general  practice  in  society  ftrt 
long  lime,  and  perhaps  from  its  early  establishment  of  meetings  of  i*"'*^ 
cipline.     One  of  our  annual  queries  is,  whether  a  regular  record  is  k 
01  births  and  deaths,  and  those  who  come  from  other  places,  nd 
received  among  us,  were  recorded  on  the  minutes  of  the  Monthly  Ml 
ing,  from  which  lith  at  any  time  could  be  made  out. 
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Are  those  records  the  Hats  to  which  you  alluded? 
They  are  in  part  so;  but  in  addition  to  this,  I  believe  it  is  a  very 
thing  to  have  a  list  of  the  members  made  out  in  a  book  for 
parposei  it  was,  however,  so  in  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  which  I  am 
iber. 

In  what  other  meetings  have  you  known  any  such  lists  to  be  kept, 
the  separation? 

In  the  meeting  of  which  I  was  formerly  a  member,  I  think  it  was 
case  therei  and  I  have  learned  from  common  repute,  that  it  was  a 
y  general  practice  in  society. 
PH.  How  long  before  the  separation  had  the  list  of  your  Monthly  Meet- 
%  been  revised  and  corrected? 

Am  Welly  I  cannot  say  exactly  how  long.  There  was,  some  good  many 
Bars  ago,  a  committee  appointed,  of  which  I  was  one,  to  go  round  to  the 
Bkilies,  and  to  take  a  correct  list  of  all  our  members  which  were  then 
BGorded  in  a  book;  and  it  became  the  duty  of  the  clerk  to  enter  the 
BBiea  of  those  that  came  from  other  places,  and  were  received  among 
1^  ms  also  to  note  those  who  removed  away.  This,  together  with  the 
Icord  that  was  kept  of  births  and  deaths,  would  furnish  the  amount  of 
tt  numbers  at  any  time.  I  was,  however,  myself,  after  that  record  was 
iade  ont,  some  years  after,  round  with  a  woman  Friend,  on  a  visit  to  all 
k^  families  of  our  Monthly  Meeting,  when  I  then  obtained  a  correct  list, 
think,  of  all  our  members* 

Q.  Have  not  the  lists  which  you  have  seen,  principally  been  made  out 
bee  the  separation? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  they  have  been  made  out  since  the  separation;  but 

pnerally  taken,  I  believe,  as  they  stood  at  the  time  of  the  separation. 

i  think  it  will  be  found  so  noted  on  the  paper  that  I  exhibited. 

Q*  Previous  to  the  existing  difficulties  in  the  society,  did  you  ever 

an  instance  of  a  Monthly  Meeting  throwing  off  its  subordination 

Its  proper  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  refusing  to  submit  to  its  authority 

d  direction? 

■^  A.  1  don't  recollect  any  instance  within  my  knowledge,  except  the 
Nlittnce  of  the  eastern  district  Monthly  Meeting  in  Baltimore  might  be 

Kidcred  in  that  light;  nor  I  never  knew  any  causes  to  operate  to  pro- 
1  fluch  a  result  in  the  former  harmonious  state  of  society. 
f-  Qi  That  was  the  meeting  of  which  you  spoke  yesterday  as  having 
n  laid  down? 
A«  Yes,  the  same. 

Q«  In  case  of  a  difficulty  arising  between  a  Monthly  Meeting  and  its 
ter,  would  not,  under  the  discipline  and  usages  of  the  society,  the 
thly  Meeting  be  bound  to  defer  its  judgment  to  the  Quarterly  Meet- 
^  and  submit  to  its  directions? 

A.  The  discipline  points  out  the  subordination  of  a  Monthly  to  the 
Khartcrly  Meeting,  and  of  a  Quarterly  Meeting  to  the  Yearly  Meeting. 
is  the  Qaarterly  Meeting  was  acting  consistent  with  the  discipline,  and 
Initfld  in  its  decisions,  it  would  be  obligatory  on  a  Monthly  Meeting  to 
•ibmit  to  its  judgment. 

«   Q.  Until  the  present  difficulties  in  the  society  occurred,  was  it  the 
liUfersal  practice  of  the  society  in  their  meetings  for  discipline,  to  act 
IjBdcr  that  provision  of  the  discipline,  and  to  maintain  the  subordination 
^meetings  as  therein  directed? 
A.  In  the  former  harmonious  times  of  society,  I  don't  recollect  any 
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initsBces  requiring  ■  QasHerly  Meedng  to  exercise  any' 

■utea,  except  the  one  I  have  noted  in  Baltimore. 

.   Q.  YouhaTeipokenof  iomemdvicegivenby  the  PhiladelphiiQniHH 

to  Radnor  Monthlj  Meetinyj  wainot  that  advice  given  hj  a  cominJEice, 

and  a  minute  of  tbe  Quarter  expressed  in  these  words,  '*It  is  detmi 

that  that  meeting  majr  gire  inch  attention  to  the  recommendiiion,  u 

my  maf  open  for?" 

Witneas.  Which  case  doei  the  counsel  allude  to?  tbere  were 

CottDael.  The  lait  of  the  two,  relating  to  the  two  Prepamtive  Meeting 

Witncsiin  anawer.  I  cannot  aay  as  to  the  precise  words  of  ibe  minute 
of  the  Quarterly  Meeting:  I  saw  the  record  of  that  Monthly  MmiIii^ 
and  noted  the  case  in  a  summary  way,  as  I  stated  it  yesterday. 

Q.  Are  not  the  queries  addreaaed  to  the  Preparative,  Monthly,  ui 
Quarterly  Meetinn,  required  by  the  diacipline  to  be  answered  hjeiA 
of  those  meetingsT 

A.  Yes;  I  believe  the  discipline  shows  that  they  ou^hl  to. 

Q.  Does  not  one  of  those  queries  aak,  **if  doe  care  is  taken  rcguliri; 
to  deal  with  offenders  against  the  disciplineF' 

A.  There  is  such  a  query: 

Q.  In  case  a  Monthly  Meeting,  from  weakness,  or  from  any  olUr 
cause*  was  remiss  in  performing;  its  duty  in  this  respect,  would  it  ■(< 
be  tbe  duty  of  the  Quarter  to  which  it  belongeit,  to  extend  such  carew 
irould  be  requisite  for  the  support  of  the  disciplinet' 

A;  When  a  Monthly  Meeting  was  deficient  in  this  respect,  in  patting 
the  discipline  in  practice  against  known  offenders,  and  this  was  tnon . 
to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  the  Quarterly  Meeting  might  afford  adrict- 
by  a  committee,  or  otherwise,  to  such  Monthly  Meeting,  to  stir  tlien 
up  to  more  diligence  in  the  performance  of  their  duty. 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  the  duly  of  the  Quartet-ly  Meeting,  in  cases  wheKj 
from  a  failure  to  answer  the  queries,  or  for  any  other  cause,  the  meethtn 
was  satisfied  that  the  subordinate  meetings  were  remiss  in  the  perfonn 
ance  of  any  of  the  duties  prescribed  by  the  discipline,  to  extend  IW^ 
care  as  should  be  deemed  requisite  in  the  case?  i 

A.  I  don't  think  1  have  known  any  such  case,  where  a  meetingtu* 
designedly  omitted  to  answer  the  queries.  There  is  frequently,  inlktj 
answer  to  the  queries,  an  account  of  deficiencies  in  some  respects— Adj 
as  the  too  frequent  neglect  of  attending  religious  meetings — some  ollW'a 
things,  sometimes:  and  when  this  becomes,  very  apparent,  there  if  liK 
quently  a  committee  appointed  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  to  visit  titie 
meetings,  and  to  endeavour,  as  I  said  before,  to  stir  them  up  tomne' 
diligence.  J 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  instances  where  Quarterly  Meetings  havcwj 
committees  out  of  their  Quarter  to  deal  with  offenders:  will  you  st    ' 
what  Quarters  you  allude  in  your  remarks  upon  this  subject? 

A.  As  it  regarded  Quarterly  Meetings,  I  instanced  the  case  of 
cord,  travelling  out  of  the  limits  of  their  Quarter;  and  of  course 
were  out  of  the  limits  of  their  own  Monthly  Meetings  also.  I  ala 
an  allusion  in  my  mind  to  the  western  Quarterly  Meeting,  where  . 
had  been  a  great  deal  of  travelling  out  of  the  limits  of  their  own  Motitl^ 
Meetings,  as  I  have  been  well  informed. 

Q.  My  question  related  to  Quarterly  Meetings}  can  yon'stltt 
^  Other  than  the  instance  given? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can.     Perhaps  there  is  no  other  Qaifi 
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Lceting  but  the  southern  Quarter,  which  our  Orthodox  Friends  have 
MUmed  to  lay  down,  where  these  visits  were  paid  by  those  being  mem- 
eri*  of  Concord  Quarter. 

Q«  Previous  to  these  visits  being  paid,  of  which  you  have  spoken,  had 
bs  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Arch  street  laid  down  the  former  southern 
tiuirter,  and  directed  that  its  members  should  be  attached  to  the  Con* 
ord  Quarter? 

A.  As  I  was  not  there,  I  cannot  tell  what  they  did  in  those  meetings, 
ilth  regu*d  to  their  own  regulations  of  that  kind,  respecting  their  meet- 
Igs.  .^  They  were  not  so  liberal  in  publishing  their  extracts  to  make  us 
cquaioted  with  their  proceedings  m  that  respect,  as  they  were  in  pub- 
ishing  declarations  against  us.  But  one  thing  I  know,  that  the  southern 
tnarter  did  not  lay  down ;  for  I  attended  it  last  Fifth-month,  when  it 
ris  as  largely  attended  as  I  had  seen  it  at  any  former  period  previous 

0  the  separation.  I  have  heard  that  that  Yearly  Meeting  issued  such 
i  mandate  as  is  referred  to  in  the  question. 

[[noon.] 

Q-  Is  there  any  rule  of  discipline  vesting  the  executive  power  in  the 
lodety,  solely  in  the  Monthly  Meetings? 

A.  I  must  refer  to  the  discipline  itself,  showing  the  powers  of  Yearly, 
)aarterly,  and  Monthly  Meetings.  I  know  of  no  other  rule.  I  have 
Jways  considered  a  Monthly  Meeting  as  having  the  executive  power 
nrer  their  own  members. 

Q.  YoB  have  placed  upon  the  record  a  variety  of  matter,  which  you 
fate  to  have  been  extracted  from  the  minutes  of  the  Middletown  and 
Soacord  Monthly  Meetings, — were  those  extracts  made  by  you? 

A.  No,  they  were  not  made  by  me:  but  I  compared  them  all  with 
iMwe  records  which  I  had  access  to;  and  I  believe  them  to  be  correctly 
iken. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you,  that  you  examined  the  whole  of  the  records 
if  those  meetings,  at  the  periods  alluded  to,  or  that  you  compared  only 
kese  extracts  that  have  been  made,  with  the  original,  to  see  that  they 
lid  been  correctly  transcribed? 

A.  That  was  the  case  with  those  extracts  that  I  produced  and  read 
NIC*  It  would  have  been  too  great  an  undertaking,  for  me  to  have 
■ttnined  the  whole  of  those  volumes  from  which  they  were  taken; 
(either  did  I  think  it  necessary,  as  those  I  read  here  were  full  and  clear 
•  themselves,  detached  as  they  were. 

Q.  Can  you  undertake  to  say,  then,  that  what  you  have  here  quoted, 
dative  to  the  several  cases  alluded  to,  embraces  all  that  those  records 
main  on  the  subjects  of  each  and  every  of  these  appointments  or 
emovalsP 

A.  No,  I  cannot  undertake  to  say  any  such  thing.  I  might  have  pro- 
need  many  more  similar  cases;  but  I  thought  those  were  sufficient  to 
bow  the  practice  of  society  in  that  day;  and  that  making  the  appoint- 
lent  of  elders  for  a  limited  period,  was  not  a  new  doctrine,  or  new 
rictice  in  the  society. 

Q.  In  the  cases  of  Phebe  Yarnall,  a  minister,  and  Hannah  Carter,  an 
der,  cited  by  you,  did  not  the  minutes  of  the  meeting  contain  some 
sasons  why  those  persons  had  been  displaced? 
A.  No.     I  could  not  find  any  reasons  stated  on  the  minutes,  previous 

1  their  being  so  displaced,  although  I  made  considerable  search  for  it.  I 
Vol.  II.— 35 
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Mppou  there  moat  hanbeeD  ionic  reasoMi  bjit  what  they  were  I  doa't 
know. 

Q.  Ww  that  the  only  miiiBie  of  removal  yon  founil,  w  Uhout  assign- 
ing reaionaf 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  onlf  ntnute  I  round  reapeciing  a  minister,  tlm 
I  can  recollect,  bowcTer. 

Q.  Waa  that  the  oolf  inttance  of  a  mlnate  respecting  an  elds 
being  remoTed,  without  reaaona  aaaigned,  ezeepiing  in  those  cuo 
■tated  by  you,  in  which  they  had  been  appointed  for  a  specific  timt,  at 
the  expiration  of  which  others  had  been  named  in  their  stead? 

A.  My  memory  won't  terve  me)  but  it  aeema  to  tne  there  were  om 
or  two  other  caaea,  aomewhat  aimilar,  of  elders  I  did  not  read  all  tbi 
cmaes  that  I  had  lUted  on  that  paper  yeaterday. 

Q.  Can  the  witneaa  refer  me  to  any  caae  of  that  kind  since  the  yen 
1790,  until  at  or  about  the  period  of  the  Beparation  in  the  society? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  have  uy  biatorical  knowledge  of  any-  entd 
an  elder,  of  that  kind.  I  hare  not  examined  the  records  of  any  Alonthlj 
Meeting,  including  all  that  period. 

Q.  Waa  the  diacipline  reapecting  the  appointment  of  elders,  whicb 
you  atate  to  hare  been  adopted  early  in  the  laat  century,  the  sameti 
that  under  which  the  aociety  had  acted  for  many  years  before  the  aepi- 
ration? 

A.  I  cannot  aay^  aa  I  hare  not  that  diicipline  to  refer  to,  which  «u 
fint  made  reapecting  the  appointment  of  eldera)  but  I  expect  it  «u 
not  exactly  what  ia  now  contained  in  the  last  revision  of  the  discipUoci 
in  the  year  1806. 

Q.  Poea  that  discipline,  then  revised  and  established  by  the  Yeirl; 
Meeting  in  Philadelphia,  contain  any  proTiaion  for  the  appointmeiit  ol 
miniatera  and  elders,  periodically,  or  for  any  limited  time? 

A.  The  discipline  itself  is  the  best  evidence  in  the  case.  I  thinli  it 
don't  mention  that  they  should  be  appointed  for  a  limited  time,  neldier 
doea  it  mention  that  they  should  be  appointed  fo|  life. 

Q.  Did  not  your  party  acknowledge  that 'the  aociety,  under  ih&tdi^ 
cipline,  had  never  understood  that  there  was  any  limitation  aSistif^ 
these  appointments,  when  they  brought  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  ibe 
propositions  for  a  change  in  the  discipline  on  this  subject,  and  htTB 
assigned  the  omission  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  so  to  do,  as  one  of  the  cauM 
of  the  separation  in  the  aociety? 

A.  Our  society  had  acknowledged  the  diacipHne  as  it  then  stood.  Ati 
although  they  believed  the  power  was  vested  in  the  Monthly  Meeiisg 
todiaplace,  when  their  services  had  become  burdensome,  yet  they  believ 
edtbat  suchachangein  the  discipline  as  would  obli^^c  Monthly  Meeling* 
to  consider  the  standing  of  the  elders  at  limited  periods,  would  be  uli  ' 
tary:  and  therefore  they  brought  the  subject  forward  to  the  Yearly  H< 
ing,  from  one  or  more  of  the  Quarters.  As  to  the  latter  part  of 
question,  I  have  before  stated,  that  the  Yearly  Meeting  not  being  b  ft 
qualified  state  to  act  upon  the  subject,  was  one  of  the  grievances 
plained  of. 

Q.  Have  you  not  changed  the  provisions  of  the  discipline,  since 
separation,  on  that  subject? 

A.  Yes,  we  have  altered  that  rule  of  discipline,  so  as  to  make  those 
appointments  periodical;  and  our  Orthodox  Friends,  in  their  meeting 
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i  Arch  street,  have  also  altered  that  rule  of  disciplinet  as  I  hare 
'  their  extracts. 

n  relation  to  periodical  appointments? 

iOf  it  is  not  in  relation  to  periodical  appointments,  but  to  give  the 
rly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  in  some  way,  control  over 
ppointments,  I  think;  in  order  to  take  the  power  of  the  choice 
he  hands  of  the  Monthly  Meetings,  without  the  Quarterly  Meeting 
isters  and  elders'  consent. 

[ave  you  ever  known  an  instance,  in  which  a  minister  was  dis- 
from  his  station  by  a  Monthly  Meeting,  except  for  a  breach  of  the 
ine? 

don't  know  that  I  have;  except  there  was  some  violation  of  the 
ine,  in  some  way  or  other,  which  was  the  ground  of  dissatisfac- 

Tou  have  spoken  of  denunciations  uttered  against  those  you  call 
i— did  the  speakers  apply  their  remarks  personally,  or  were  they 
iations  of  sentiments  of  infidelity  and  deism,  which,  in  the  appre- 
1  of  the  speaker,  were  prevailing  in  the  society? 
don't  know  that  I  have  been  present  on  such  occasions,  where 
iVe  gone  so  far  as  to  mention  names:  but  I  have  understood,  it  has 
squently  been  done,  and  in  some  instances,  there  has  public  op- 
1  been  made,  as  I  have  before  stated:  and  in  a  great  many  instan- 
my  hearing,  it  has  been  so  applied,  that  every  person  of  common 
ending,  hearing  it,  must  know  to  whom  it  was  applied;  and  they 
sry  lit«ral  in  dealing  out  their  charges  of  deism,  and  infidelity, 
^  the  scriptures,  &c.  on  a  large  portion  of  the  Society  of  Friends; 
t  would  afford  any  edification,  or  is  desirable  by  the  counsel  or  his 
I  can  furnish  them  with  another  specimen  of  Ann  Jones's  de- 
on,  which  wa9  delivered  in  New  York. 

l^hen  you  say  that  ministers  have  frequently  made  use  of  names 
have  been  informed,  do  you  mean,  that  you  have  been  informed 
^y  have  done  so  in  their  public  testimonies? 
es,  I  meant  to  be  understood  so.  I  have  been  informed  so. 
Vili  you  state  the  instances,  when,  and  where,  and  by  whom? 
cannot  pretend  to  undertake  to  state  all  the  instances  that  I  have 
f.  I  was  too  fast  in  answering  a  former  question,  when  I  said, 
had  been  present  when  names  were  mentioned;  for  I  now  recol- 
It  I  was  present  at  a  meeting,  when  Elisha  Bates  had  openly 
d  a  minister,  by  name,  Elias  Hicks;  also  Amos  Peasley;— and 
ma  Braithwaite  in  the  same  meeting  had  openly  attacked  Elias 
— «nd  I  heard  of  a  number  of  instances  where  such  attacks  were 
n  the  western  country,  on  Elias  Hicks,  Amos,  Elisha  Dawson, 
liink  some  others.  And  I  have  heard  of  Jeremiah  Hubbard,  and, 
I  Charles  Osborn,  and  some  others,  I  can't  pretend  to  name,  mak- 
larations  of  this  kind  in  their  public  testimonies;  a  number  of 
M  I  mentioned  in  my  former  testimony  of  public  opposition  to 
rs  in  Philadelphia. 

/as  the  attack,  as  you  have  designated  it,  made  by  Elisha  Bates, 
na  Braithwaite,  upon  Elias  Hicks  and  Amos  Peasley,  an  attack 
iieir  personal  characters,  or  upon  unsound  doctrines,  which  it 
sged  they  had  publicly  taught? 
i  was  not  on  their  personal  characters;  they  pretended,  to  be  sure, 
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the  impBUtioD  of  mievBd  dactrinCt  bat  the  body  o(  the  people  would 
not  belicTe  that  their  doctrines  were  Hiiioniidii^  ■' 

Q.  Will  yon  lUte,  u  neerijr  u  yoe  c«u  wh^t  was  said  by  Eliilu 
Batei  end  Anna  Bruthwaite  on  that  occuioBt  which  you  have  sijkt 
dcnmnciatioM  of  the  indiridualt  alluded  to! 

A.     No)  I  can't  undertake  to  aute  from  mf  memory  what  ibrfHi. 
ny.    It  ia  all  in  print  and  before  the  pablic.  and  I  must  refer  you  u~ 
^  that)  not  vhat  Anna  Braithvaite  aaid,  aa  that  ia  no(  published;  but  whd 
Uisha  Bates  said. 

Q.  Will  the  witoeu  state  the  dme  and  wliat  print  he  alludes  to! 

A.  Tbe  tine  it  occurred,  was  at  the  Yearly  Heeling  held  in  Obio,  In 
)8S8t  in  the  bepnning  of  Ninth-month.  There  will  be  one  Bcconul 
feand  of  itt  in  what  is  called  "The  Friend,"  published  a  week  or  in 
after  the  Yearly  Meetbg— first  volume,  I  believe.  There  may  be  «■ 
other  accoaat  found  in  the  "Friend  and  Advocateof  Truth,"  soon afier 
that  period  spoken  of,  with  my  own  name  to  it ;  and  also  the  scanal 
of  Marcus  T.  C.  Gonid,  who  was  present  at  tbe  time,  and  recorded,  it 
short-hand,  what  was  delivered  by  ElUha  Bates,  and  has  given  it  la  tic 
world,  under  bis  own  signatarei  aa  also  the  testimony  of  Elias  UicU 
which  was  deliTcred  in  that  meeting*  and  whose  account  is  also  tote 
found,  published  in  one  of  the  Tolumesof  **Th«  Quaker,"  exhibited  in 
evidence  in  this  cauae.  '* 

Q.  Did  not  Elisha  Bates  at  that  time  read  from  printed  discoano 
and  letters  alleged  to  have  been  written  and  delivered  by  Elias  Hicks. 
the  sentiments  alleged  by  him  to  be  unsonpd,  and  call  upon  Elias  H'vit 
to  nj,  whether  he  had  or  had  not  uttered  or  written  such  sentiments,  or 
quote  from  memory  the  sentiments  of  whichhe  spokeP 

A.  I  think  he  hadnot  any  paper  in  hLi  hand)  nor  did  he  read  any  thine 
in  that  meeting  that  I  recollect.  I  believe  he  did  make  some  reference 
to  some  of  Elias's  coromanications  that  were  in  print:  but  I  cannot  re- 
member what  they  were;  but  I  thought  then,  he  made  a  very  buDgling 
hand  of  it|  and,  I  think,  he  did  not  call  on  Elias  Hicks  to  refute  it* 
charges:  for,  before  the  meeting  closed,  Elias  rose  on  his  feetnilbj 
view  of  making  some  remarks,  and  probably  in  reference  to  the  cha[|tl 
made  against  him,  though  I  do  sot  knqw  what  he  was  going  to  say,  bit 
he  was  immediately  interrupted,  I  think,  by  Elisha  Bates  himself,  vA 
some  othen  of  his  party;  and  they  immediately  attempted  to  breakup 
the  meeting! — Anna  Braithwaite  and  Thomas  Shilletoc,  1  think,  (u- 
other  Englishman)  shaking  bands,  which  threw  the  meeting  into  sovt 
confuaionf  so  that  Eltat  did  not  proceed  in  what  he  had  to  say,  moR 
than  to  express  a  sentence  or  two.  Elisha  Bat^js  spoke  in  a  very  lami 
and  authoritative  voice,  commanding  the  people  to  d  isperse :  Elias  iiiU 
standing  on  his  feet.  The  people,  however,  did  not  seem  inclined  la  p 
out  of  the  house,  though  many  were  on  their  feet,  while  Eltas  was  Gtanil'  ' 
ing;  and  being  near  him,  I  stepped  to  him  and  told  him,  that  the  peo|dc 
would  not  go  out  while  they  saw  him  standing  there;  and  he  said,  wt 
had  better  then  move  toward  the  door,  which  he  did,  and  the  meeling 
immediately  began  to  disperse. 

Q.  Had  not  those  whose  duty  it  was  to  adjourn  the  meeting,  shakes 
hands  in  the  usual  way  of  adjournment,  before  Elias  rose  from  his  lesti 

A.  No,  I  think  they  had  not;  there  had  not  any  body  shaken  haadti 
until  Elias  was  on  his  feet)  and  having  iqy  eye  along  the  gallery,  I  sftw» 
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tbinkf  when  they  made  the  first  move  to  break  up  the  meeting  after 

Ho  had  rose,  and  perhaps  had  uttered  a  sentence  or  two. 

Q«  Had  Elias  borne  testimony  in  that  meeting? 

A.  Yes,  he  had ;  and  I  thought  it  had  spread  a  solemn  weight  over 

le  meeting. 

^'Q.  Did  not  Elisha  Bates  inform  the  meeting  at  that  time,  that  he  had 

ha  day  before  received  information  or  a  communication  from  Eiias't 

Hcnds  at  home,  expressive  of  their  desire  that  he  should  return? 

A.  Yes;  I  think  he  gave  them  some  information  of  that  kind ;  which 
ru  imposing  upon  the  meeting  a  very  erroneous  account  of  the  situa- 
ioa  in  which  Elias  stood  with  his  friends  at  home,  when  a  few  Friends 
iCthe  Monthly  Meeting  of  Jericho  which  Elias  belonged  to,  consisting 
tf  about  nine  Orthodox,  including  all  ages  and  sexes,  had  seceded  from 
Kke  Monthly  Meeting  of  Jericho,  made  up  of  two  hundred  and  eleven 
Friends,  and  had  united  themselves  to  a  small  number  of  Westbury 
Mimthly  Meeting,  consisting  of  thirty-nine  individuals  of  all  ages  and 
■oes,  who  had  also  seceded  from  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Westbury, 
composed  of  three  hundred  and  forty-one  friends.  These  two  fragments 
•f  those  Monthly  Meetings,  after  Elias  Hicks  had  received  certificates 
of  his  own  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meetings,  and  proceeded  on  his 
western  journey  in  the  order  of  society;  these  few  Orthodox  Friends 
having  united  together,  had  formed  a  meeting,  which,  1  think,  they 
called  Westbury  and  Jericho  Monthly  Meeting,  such  a  meeting  as  was 
aet  in  existence  previous  to  Elias  proceeding  on  his  journey ;  they  had 

£t  up  iomething  of  that  nature  and  sent  after  Elias  Hicks,  which  Elisha 
tea  had  got  hold  of,  and  endeavoured  to  impose  upon  the  meeting  at 
Ohio,  as  the  act  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  which  Elias  Hicks  was  a 
Bember.  But  as  this  is  already  before  the  public  in  print,  I  have  no 
viih  that  these  notes  should  be  swelled  further  in  detailing  the  circum* 
Maaces  that  occurred  there. 

Q.  Does  the  statement  of  numbers  contained  in  your  last  answer,  come 
bom  your  own  knowledge? 

A  No.  I  have  never  counted  them  myself.  But  I  had  it  from  a 
-Friend  of  those  Monthly  Meetings,  that  I  bad  full  confidence  in :  and 
Aofrom  ah  official  statement  made  by  those  Monthly  Meetings  to  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings  in  New  York.  In  Jericho  Monthly  Meeting 
Ikere  were  three  neutrals;  which  way  they  have  gone  since,  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Can  the  witness  state  in  substance,  any  of  the  personal  attacks 
vUch  he  has  spoken  of,  by  others  than  Elisha  Bates  and  Anna  Braith- 
vaite^  and  which  in  his  testimony  he  includes  under  the  general  deno* 
■ination  of  abundance  of  denunciations  on  the  Society  of  Friends? 

A,  I  donU  think  I  can  remember  any  particular  instances  more  than 
I  have  mentioned.  I  have  heard  of  a  great  deal  more  than  I  ever  wis)ied 
to  remember.  I  now  recollect  Elisha  Dawson,  who  was  a  valuable  mi- 
liater,  taken  by  the  coat  tail  and  pulled  down  while  he  was  speaking,  in 
the  state  of  Ohio,  and  I  think  by  a  minister;  and  also  of  a  woman  Friend 
who  was  travelling  in  that  country  about  the  same  time,  and  who  was 
frequently  interrupted,  and  I  think  she  told  me,  was  in  some  instances 
palled  down  while  she  was  speaking  by  those  called  the  Orthodox  party. 
And  this  I  think  was  before  the  separation  took  place,  in  the  Yearly 
Meeting  held  in  Ohio. 

Q.  Is  that  the  substance  of  the  denunciations  alluded  to? 
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A.  I  ckimot  tell— I  did  not  hear — but  I  onljr  speak  of  the  charictcr 
of  thoie  COIR  muni  catlona  k*  they  were  reprcwnted  to  me. 

Q.  In  speaking  of  the  mU  rep  resent  at  ions  that  have  been  made  bf 
ihoae  whom  you  call  OrthoHaXi  of  the  views  and  seniimcnts  of  Eliu 
Hicks,  you  gave  a  quotation  from  a  sermon  preached  by  hitn  at  Darby, 
I  think,  in  which  he  laya,  '*  that  there  is  uot  a  greater  falsehood  circu- 
Uted  among  mnnkind,  than  the  aaseriion,  that  he  undervalues  the  scri^ 
turet,"  he:  do  you  give  th  at  quotation  as  the  general  sentiments  of  Eliii 
Hicks,  on  the  subject  of  the  scriptures  of  truth,  or  has  he  not  on  i 
Tkriety  of  occasiont,  littered  and  written  sentiments  direelly  tht  «wrW 
of  those  contained  in  that  quotation,  especially  in  his  letter  to  Phebt 
Wlllia,  (ExhiUt,  No.  15^  where  he  says,  "1  have  been  led,  I  trust,  cut- 
ftilly  and  candidly  to  InTCatigate  the  efTccts  produced  by  the  book  calltd 
the  icrlptnres,  lince  it  hae  borne  that  appellation;  and  it  appears  froffl 
ft  comparative  view  to  have  been  the  cause  of  four-fold  more  harm  thn 
good  to  christendonit  ilnce  the  apoatlca'  days,  which  I  think  must  be  it- 
dubltably  plain  to  erery  faithful,  honest  mind,  that  investigated  her  hl» 
tory,  free  from  the  andue  bias  of  tradition  and-educatton."  And  a^tift  I 
**  I  well  remember  how  often  my  conscience  has  smote  me,  when  I  bsA 
been  endeavouring  to  aupport  the  society's  belief  of  the  scriptures,  thit 
tbcy  id  far  exceed  all  othei-  writings."  And  when  he  says  in  a  senttM 
preached  at  Stanton,  Delaware,  Eleventh-month  20th,  1826,  in  alludinf 
to  the  acriptnrea)  **  There  is  great  danger  of  being  wrongly  directed  «f 
them,  and  It  is  fatal  often  times."  And  in  a  sermon  preached  at  Dirtifi 
Twelfth-month  Tth,  1836,  on  the  same  subject,  "  You  know  there  lie 
ft  great  many  thingi  held  up  by  the  professors  of  relie^on,  which  ire  | 
entirelynon-essentialinrelationtooursalvalion,  and  these  are  all  itan-  ^ 
bling-blocka)  and  perhaps  there  is  not  a  gret^ter  one,  than  the  scriptHrtt 
called  the  Bible,  or  the  Old  and  New  Testaments,  bound  up  In  a  hoot" 
And  again,  in  a  sermon  preached  at  Trenton,  Twelfth>month  31st,  \t% 
where  he  says,  "It  is  of  great  importance  that  we  understand  iheKi^ 
turea  rightly,  for  if  we  do  not,  they  willldo  us  a  world  of  harm,  for  tbey 
are  the  greatest  engine  to  do  us  hurt  of  any  in  the  world:  the  children 
of  men  place  so  much  confidence  and  faith  in  themi"  which  seriDoniiK 
published  in  the  "  Quaker,"  exhibited  in  this  cause? 

A.  I  suppose  the  counsel  and  his  clients  hare  got  their  object  »■ 
■wered  by  placing  those  exttacts  on  the  record,  which  may  be  mutilatti' 
for  any  thing  I  know;  and  therefore  tbcy  will  be  satisfied  with  a  short 
answer,  which  I  shall  give  to  the  question.  The  short  extract  which' 
quoted  1  gave  as  the  sentinients  of  Elias  Hicks  in  that  mcetingj  ud 
there  was  considerably  more  in  the  same  testimony  on  that  subjecli 
which  I  did  not  quote.  So  far  as  I  have  known  Elias  Hicks,  respecting 
his  sentiments  respecting  the  scriptures,  he  has  highly  spokt^n  of  thcfli 
as  one  of  the  best  of  books;  and  whatever  passages  they  may  have  cuUtd 
out  of  some  of  his  testimonies  that  arc  in  print,  which  may  have  soliw 
apparent  appearance  of  a  contradiction  to  the  paragraph  1  quoted)  he 
must  mean  the  abuit  of  the  scriptures,  and  the  rorong  iiss  that  is  mvfc 
of  them,  by  many  of  the  professors  of  christianity-^and  not  the  scrip- 
tures themselves  as  a  book.  And  therefore,  as  these  tcstimoniea  we 
made  an  exhibit  in  thit  examination,  I  would  refer  the  countet  «ad^a|  ; 
readers  to  examine  those  communication!  carefully  for  themKlTefc  '  k. 

Q.  As  you  have  removed  the  objections  which  you  opposed  la  yiW^ 
first  crois-examination,  against  inquiring  into  the  historyof  a  ptroei*' 
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'  mectiDgt  or  of  individual  cases*  by  introducing  the  particular  case 
Benjamin  Webb,  in  the  Wilmington  Monthly  Meeting,  I  will  resume 
B  examination  on  that  subject,  which  wa9  before  waived  by  me.  Was 
acmse  of  Benjamin  Webb,  the  case  of  difficulty  which  was  brought  up 
pi  the  Wilmington  Monthly  to  your  late  Quarterly  Meeting  at  Con- 
fdy  and  in  which  you  were  appointed  on  a  committee  to  investigate 
e  aabject  and  give  your  advice? 

A.  I  nave  not  removed  my  objections  to  going  into  the  private  con- 
na  of  any  meetings  of  discipline^  which  objection  I  ought  to  have 
ide  last  winter,  when  a  question  was  first  put  to  me  on  that  subject,  as 
It  having  any  thing  to  do  with  this  cause,  or  of  that  nature,  under 
Uch  I  was  under  any  obligation  to  answer.  But  as  the  name  was  then 
traduced,  and  some  insinuations  given  by  the  questions  that  were  then 
It  to  me,  that  the  society  was  countenancing  some  erroneous  principles, 
t  the^  supposed,  held  by  him,  in  the  connexion  he  had  with  the  paper 
iDed  the  '*  Delaware  Free  Press,"  it  seemed  necessary  on  my  re-exami- 
llioB  in  chief,  to  state  that  he  was  under  the  care  of  the  Monthly  Meet- 
igof  Wilmington  for  the  part  he  had  taken  in  that  paper.  And  I  am 
lUBg,  without  going  into  particulars,  which  I  don't  design  to  do,  to 
Hwer  the  question  last  put,  and  to  state  that  it  was  the  case;  and  the 
dy  case*  with  the  circumstances  connected  with  it,  for  which  the 
bnthly  Meeting  of  Wilmington  asked  the  advice  of  the  Quarterly 
heting;  and  for  which  purpose  a  committee  was  appointed  as  I  have 
eibre  stated,  and  gave  their  advice  to  Wilmington  Monthly  Meeting 
ecordingly;  and  that  advice  was  in  favour  of  the  Monthly  Meeting, 
ipporting  its  testimony  against  the  conduct  of  the  individual,  if  he  can- 
st be  convinced  of  his  error  and  reclaimed. 
Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  at.  10  o'clock. 

Saturday  morning,  March  13th,  1831,  at  10  o'clock.  Further  cross- 
luxation  of  Halliday  Jackson,  continued.  Present  the  same  as  yei- 
etday. 

QoestioB  by  Mr.  Sloan.  I  think  you  stated  in  your  former  cross-ex- 
■baUon,  that  you  did  not  attend  a  Monthly  Meeting  at  Wilmington, 
lided  to  in  my  question,  during  your  appointment  as  a  committee;  am 

to  understand  that  whilst  on  that  committee,  you  did  not  attend  the 
Vilmfaigton  Monthly  Meeting  at  all? 

Answer.  I  did  not  attend  it  that  month,  that  was  alluded  to:  but  I  had 
Otaded  it  the  month  previous,  as  1  then  stated. 

Q.  At  the  time  that  you  did  attend  that  Monthly  Meeting,  was  it 
lived  to  tsdie  this  case  forward  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  by  applying 
I  them  for  assistance,  in  a  case  of  difficulty? 

A.  That's  all  fully  answered  before ;  but  I  must  again  renew  my  pro- 

Mr.  Shan.  Where  was  it  answered. 
Witness.  In  my  former  cross-examination. 

Mr.  S^ottfu  The  question  I  now  put  is,  were  you  present  at  any  Month- 
MbeUng,  in  Wilmington,  in  which  the  case  of  Benjamin  Webb,  of 
kich  you  hare  voluntarily  spoken,  in  answer  to  a  question  by  the  oppo- 
\t  counsel,  was  before  that  meeting? 

A.  I  will  again  renew  my  protest  agsunst  the  right  of  the  counsel  in 
is  examination,  to  inquire  into  the  private  concerns  of  any  of  oar 
tmthly  Meetings,  since  they  have  been  held  separate  and  distinct  from 
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thoM  ctlled  the  Orthodox  ptMjr,  u  being  irrdtv«il  in  ihla  cause,  ml 
■pdnst  the  propriety  of  my  witneu  discloilar  those  privitte  concerafc 
which  have  no  relation  to  the  cauK;  and  whicn,!  apprehend,  accordia; 
to  the  qnaiificalion  I  have  taken,  I  am  not  bonnd  lo  disclose.  j\nij  til 
that  has  already  been  disclosed  respecting  the  case  of  Benjamin  WebK 
has  arisen  from  the  inquiries  that  were  made  when  I  was  first  under 
cross-examination,  in  Twelfth-month  last)  and  which,  for  want  of  dot 
consideration  at  the  time,  I  did  not  then  chtera  protest  against.  Hent- 
.  thelcss,  as  I  think,  I  have  already  answered  this  qutation.  twice  ofcr, 
in  one  instance  that  the  difficulty  did'occur  in  the  Monthly  Kleeting.  for 
Thich  they  asked  the  ad*ice  of  the  Quarter;  and  in  the  second  piscci 
yesterday,-!  stated,  that  that  was  the  only  case  of  difEiculty  for  vtiicli 
that  advice  was  aflbrded  by  the  Quarter.  And  1  now  add,  that  I  VM 
present  at  the  Monthly  Meeting,  when  it  was  agreed  to  ask  such  adric^ 
and  more  than  this,  they  have  no  right  to  know. 

Q,  The  witness  vill  understand  me  distinctly  as  inquiring  of  tbc, 
proceedings  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  in  which  he  himself  has  stated  liK 
adiSiculty  existed;  for  the  advice  and  aasiatance  of  which,  he  bssbic^ 
icif  stated  that  a  committee  had  been  appointed)  and  the  advice  ofwhidi 
coroinitteei  he  has  himself  stated  here,  unasked  for,  nottvithstanOlDg  bit 
objection  in  answer  to  a  former  question  of  mine,  that  that  commiltu 
had  not  reported  to  the  Monthly  Meeting,  and  that,  therefore,  it  wu 

Erivate ;  and  in  asking  questions  relative  to  the  case  of  Benjamin  Wtbk, 
e  will  understand  me  as  meaning  the  same  Benjamin  Webb,  which  he 
Umicif  in  his  re-examination  in  chief  has  suted  to  have  been  under  tht 
care  of  that  Monthly  MeeUn^  for  the  part  which  he  had  taken  in  the  "  Ddir 
ware  Free  Press,"  and  towards  whom  you  have  stated  the  advice  of  th 
committee  to  the  Monthly  Meeting,  to  have  been,  "  to  support  its  l«li> 
mony  against  the  conduct  of  the  individual  if  he  could  not  be  convincnl 
of  his  errors,  and  reclaimed,"  in  order  that  we  may  fully  understand  the 
nature  of  that  charge  preferred  against  the  individual  named,  and  ibe 
difficulty  stated:  and  not  as  intending  to  pursue  this  cross -exam  iDitin 
into  the  history  of  the  proceedings  of  any  meeting,  or  any  individusl,  ui 
introduced  by  the  witness  himself.  With  this  explanation,  I  will  ^ 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  difficulty  which  existed  in  the  case  ofBcri^ 
min  Webb? 

A.  I  think  the  counsel  himself  has  confirmed  my  protest,  in  the 
planation  he  has  attempted  to  give;  for  I  could  rot  go  into  an  expl 
tion  of  the  difficulty  in  the  case  of  Benjamin  Webb,  without  disctoi 
the  private  concerns  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  and  in  some  »ay,  dife 
or  indirectly,  implicating  other  individuals,  whivih  it  would  be  eotil 
improper  to  disclose  here.  And  I  therefore  renew  my  protest  ag^'A 
the  right  of  the  counsel  and  his  prompters,  to  any  further  inquiry  in  dilt 
case}  as  having  no  relation  to  the  issue  of  the  cause  now  pending,  *~ 
this  examination. 

Q.  If  the  witness  will  confine  himself  within  the  proper  sphere 
witness,  and  either  answer  my  questions,  or  simply  decline  doing  Wi 
without  those  remarks  which  more  properly  would  come  from  a  ji^Pl 
or  a  party,  Iwould  be  much  indebted  to  him,  and  it  would  abri>l™hB»* 
our  labours.     Did  not  that  difficulty  arise  from  the  great  Ok,, 
made  in  that  Monthly  Meeting  to  the  proceedings  against  Bi 
Webb,  and  was  it  not  for  that  reason  that  it  was  carried  up  to  Ui_ 
Wrijr  Meeting? 


201 

\.  I  am  willing  to  improve  by  the  counscrs  advice,  and  give  it  its 
e  weight;  as  it  regards  the  duty  of  a  witness,  as  I  have  not  understood 
sre  is  any  controlling  power  in  this  examination,  to  say  how  far  a  wit- 
M  shall  go|  the  witness  must  therefore  be  the  judge  in  his  own  case, 
th  regard  to  the  testimony  he  gives  under  his  solemn  affirmation,  as 
nnected  with  the  cause  at  issue,  without  being  implicated  as  a  party- 
sn  or  an  advocate  in  the  cause.  I  therefore  wish  my  former  reply  to 
e  counsel  to  be  considered  as  an  answer  to  his  last  question.  If  the 
uter  has  any  directions  or  instructions  to  give  me  in  the  case,  I  am 
iry  willing  to  hear  them. 
Q*  Do  you  refuse  to  answer  the  question  ? 
Witness.  I  wish  the  master's  opinion  in  the  case. 
The  Examiner  instructed  the  witness,  that  it  was  his  duty,  under  his 
famation,  to  answer  all  proper  questions.  I  cannot  direct  the  form 
F  interrogatories  for  the  counsel;  they  are  responsible  for  that  matter. 
Witness.  I  am  willing  to  answer  all  proper  questions  that  have  any 
dation  to  the  cause  at  issue.  And  my  inquiry  of  the  master  was,  to 
now  whether  it  was  proper  to  disclose  the  private  concerns  of  our 
leetings  of  discipline.  I  wish  to  hear  that  last  question  again. 
The  question  is  read  to  the  witness  respecting  the  nature  of  the  diffi- 
ilty,  when  he  further  answers:  I  stated  in  a  former  answer,  when  we 
tre  on  this  subject,  that  in  general  terms,  I  was  willing  to  give  some 
CGonnt  of  the  difficulty,  without  going  into  particulars  of  the  private 
DBcems  of  the  meeting;  and  I  have  also  stated  before,  that  the  case  of 
lenjamin  Webb,  was  the  case  of  difficulty;  and  the  very  nature  of  a  dif- 
culty  in  a  Monthly  Meeting,  implies  that  there  is  a  division  of  senti- 
Knt,  which  was  the  case  in  this  particular  circumstance.  Otherwise, 
bey  would  have  been  under  no  necessity  of  asking  advice  of  the  Quar- 
srly  Meeting. 

Qi  Did  not  Benjamin  Webb,  and  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  pro- 
ccdings  against  him,  insist,  that  the  proceedings  agamst  him  were  in 
pposition  to  the  sentiments  of  the  majority  of  that  meeting,  and  was  it 
ot  in  consequence  of  their  persisting  in  this,  that  it  was  concluded  to 
|iply  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  ? 

At  That  is  going  on  the  very  ground  that  I  have  repeatedly  objected 
l^of  entering  into  particulars,  and  I  wish  my  objections  to  be  revived, 
■d  kept  in  view;  nevertheless,  as  the  counsel  and  myself  have  got  along 
lio  much  good  humour,  and  are  now  drawing  near  the  close,  I  hope  I 
■iwUling  to  satisfy  his  curiosity,  as  it  regards  this  question.  Benjamin 
Vlibh|  I  believe,  and  perhaps  one  or  two  more  of  those  he  considered 
jl.ftiCBdB,  did  pretend  to  contend  that  there  was  a  majority  opposed  to 
pi  ease  being  entered  on  the  minutes  of  the  Monthly  Meeting — but  I 
^aelf  being  present,  I  was  satisfied  that  was  not  the  case;  but  that  there 
It  a  considerable  majority  in  favour  of  recording  it  on  the  minutes, 
Uch  was  accordingly  done.  But  in  consequence  of  the  disunity  that 
neared  in  the  meeting,  and  Benjamin  Webb  being  then  strenuously 
Ivocating  his  own  cause,  which  was  rather  an  unusual  thing  in  society, 
thoagh  it  was  allowable  by  discipline,  that  he  should' be  present  until 
•  case  was  entered  on  the  minutes  of  the  Monthly  Meeting^and  in 
Mcquence  of  this  want  of  unity  in  sentiment,  the  meeting  concluded  to 
k  the  advice  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  in  a  case  of  difficulty,  as  I  have 
fore  stated. 
Vol.  IL— 26 
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Q.  Did  not  those,  who  were  in  Tavoar  of  entering  lilt  caie  on  the 
minutes,  insist,  that  the  question  of  majorities  had  nothing  to  do  witk 
it,  or  object  to  any  settlement  of  the  question  hy  numerfcti  stRngth? 

A.  That  is  again  going  off  the  track  into  individual  ■CBtiments;  bK 
I  think  there  were  some  sentiments  of  that  kind  offered  by  Be&jaraa 
Webb,  and  a  few  others  of  those  he  considered  his  friends.  He  and  Ui 
friends  objected  to  settling  it  by  majorities.  There  were  no  objection 
to  settling  it  in  that  way,  on  the  other  side;  it  was  all  on  the  aideof  Bei" 
jamin  Webb  and  his  friends.  And  so  far  they  insisted  upon  the  same 
principle  that  the  Orthodox  did,  in  deciding  who  should  b(^  the  clerk  of 
the  Yearly  Meeting  in  l827;Tthough,  I  suppose,  they  will  lurifdly  be  vill- ' 
ing  as  yet  to  be  called  Orthodox. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  that  those  who  were  in  favour  of  entering  Ae 
case,  did  propose  or  offer  to  settle  it  by  majorities? 

A.  No — I  don't  recollect  any  proposal  of  that  kind  being  made  bf 
Friends  on  that  side  of  the  question. 

Q.  About  how  many  persons  were  present  at  that  meeting  during  tk 
discussion  ? 

A.  I  did  not  at  all  undertake  to  count  them,  but  it  was  quite  a  blr 
large  Monthly  Meeting,  rather  larger  than  usual;  and  a  large  numberot 
those,  or  a  considerable  number  who  appeared  to  be  defending  the  cut 
of  Benjamin  Webb,  I  was  informed  by  a  number  of  Friendi  in  Wir] 
mington,  were  seldom  or  ever  seen  at  a  meeting  for  discipline,  exiMpI 
when  the  case  of  Benjamin  Webb  was  before  it,  though  they  were  itan- 
gers  to  me  generally;  that  class  that  I  allude  to,  from  their  appeartm 
they  appeared  to  be  such,  as  I  suppose  our  Orthodox  Friendi  wmU 
hardly  consider  the  solid  and  weighty  part  of  society;  divers  of  them  be* 
ing  quite  young  men,  with  their  lapcllc  coats  on,  and  such  as  are  copy- 
ing after  the  vain  and  fashionable  customs  of  the  world,  too  sorrowfulif,^ 
apparent  in  the  present  day,  in  many  of  the  younger  class  of  society* 

Q.  You  have  given  what  you  suppose  would  have  been  the  estimite 
of  your  Orthodox  Friends,  as  you  call  them;  how  did  they  stand,  tsto 
solidity  and  weighty  in  you  estimation,  in  the  meeting  for  discipline:  tf 
do  you  make  any  distinctions? 

A.  There  was  a  number  that  spoke  on  the  occasion  of  the  class  M 
I  have  described,  that  certainly  would  not  carry  so  much  tre^A^innf 
estimation,  as  an  equal  number  of  those  that  spoke  on  the  other  sidfr 

Q.  Did  all  who  were  present  speak  to  the  case? 

A.  No.  I  think  there  were  a  great  many  in  the  meeting  who  did  ail 
speak. 

Q.  How  did  you  judge  of  the  majority— by  the  voices  of  those  wto 
took  part  in  the  debate? 

A.  Yes.  It  appeared  to  me  that  there  were  a  considerable  majoritj} 
and  the  clerk,  as  is  usual  on  such  occasions,  made  a  minute,  withtkB 
conviction  that  it  was  the  prevailing  sense  of  the  meeting. 

Q.  After  the  minute  was  made  by  the  clerk,  did  those  who  had4f 
posed  the  entry  of  the  minute,  assent  to  it,  and  admit  that  it  wai» 
accordance  with  the  prevailing  sense  of  the  meeting? 

A.  Nq,  I  think  they  did  not  admit  that  to  be  the  case — some  fewtW 
spoke:  though  I  was  satisfied  in  my  own  mind,  that  it  was  the  prevail- 
ing sense  of  the  meeting;  not  only  from  the  numbers  that  spoke,  bit 
from  the  weight  of  sentiments  that  were  offered.  And  one  of  thenii 
(B.  Webb's  friends,)  I  think,  remarked,  that  now  the  case  was  eattitA 
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on  the  minutesy  he  had  no  right  to  lit  longer.    Benjamin,  however,  con- 
dnved,  and  did  not  leave  the  meeting. 

Q.  Cannot  jroii  give  me  some  idea  of  the  whole  number  of  persons 
present,  from  your  general  knowledge  of  the  meetings  and  the  number 
that  attend  it,  from  your  observations  on  that  day? 

A.  WeUf  it  will  be  merely  guess-work;  I  have  never  heard  the  num- 
ber mentioned*  I  should  rather  suppose,  that  from  the  appearance 
there  might  be  150  or  more — there  might  be  a  larger  number  or  fewer; 
[  cannot  undertake  to  say. 

Q.  Of  that  number,,  how  many  would  you  say  spoke  to  this  subject? 

A.  I  wont  undertake  to  say. 

Q.  Fifty? 

A.  I  can  come  at  no  certainty  about  it,  and  I  think  it  best  not  to  name 
any  number;  for  I  did  not  count  them:  further  than  I  think,  as  far  as  I 
can  recollect,  of  those  that  seemed  disposed  to  oppose  the  views  of  the 
Monthly  Meeting  in  the  case,  I  could  recognise  about  twelve  or  fourteen, 
perhaps.  I  will  not  undertake  to  say  that  was  exactly  the  number.  I 
think  there  was  a  much  larger  number  on  the  other  side;  but  I  wont 
undertake  to  say  how  many,  as  I  did  not  make  any  count  of  them. 

Q.  You  have  spoken,  I  think,  on  several  occasions,  of  clerks  of  the 
meetings  being  known  to  be  in  favour  of  one  or  the  other  side  of  a 
qBeation,-«was  it  not  well  understood  that  the  clerk  of  that  meeting 
was  in  favour  of  entering  the  case  upon  the  minutes? 

A.  I  don't  remember  whether  he  expressed  his  own  private  judgment 
in  the  case,  or  not.  He  is  a  very  impartial  and  valuable  man,  and  I 
ham't  the  least  doubt,  but  he  took  what  he  believed,  conscientiously 
believed,  to  be  the  prevailing  sense  of  the  meeting. 

Q.  Was  he  not  one  of  the  overseers  who  brought  the  case  before  the 
PreparaUve  Meeting? 

A.  I  believe  he  was  so. 

Q.  You  have  said  in  your  re-examination,  that  since  the  adjournment 
in  December,  you  have  discovered  that  Benjamin  Webb  was  then  under 
the  care  of  his  Monthly  Meeting,  for  the  part  he  had  taken  in  the  ^  De- 
laware Free  Press," — what  part  had  he  taken  in  that  paper,  which 
brought  him  under  the  notice  of  the  meeting? 

A.  He  was  concerned  as  an  editor  in  it;  and  I  think  he  had  published, 
under  his  own  signature,  something  in  it,  very  much  misrepresenting 
the  transactions  of  Wilmington  Monthly  Meeting,  on  a  certain  occasion. 
Bnt  this,  I  must  say  again,  is  unreasonable  and  unjust,  in  descending 
into  particulars  of  this  nature:  and  so  I  trust  it  will  be  viewed  by  a  dis- 
cerning public,  and  estimated  accordingly. 

Q.  I  have  no  wish  to  inquire  into  the  particular  transactions  alluded 
tO|  I  wish  merely  to  know  whether  that  was  the  only  charge  preferred 
Igunat  him,  I  mean  the  misstatements  of  some  proceedings  in  the 
meeting,  and  whether  it  was  for  that  cause  only  that  he  was  brought 
under  the  care  of  the  meeting? 

A.  I  admire  how  the  counsel  can  say  that  he  has  no  wish  to  go  into 
particulars,  when  every  question  he  puts  is  calculated  for  that  purpose: 
t  have  stated  before,  that  it  was  for  the  part  he  took  in  the  editorship 
ind  circulation  of  that  paper;  and  that  that  was  one  of  the  subjects  con- 
mined  in  that  paper. 

Q.  In  the  charge  brought  against  him  by  the  meeting,  for  the  part 
'^''^  he  had  lakai^  as  editor  of  that  paper,  was  any  complaint  con- 
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K*.     tdl|d  Bf^^iittbvm  such  editor,  for  any  other  cause  than  the  tWt- 
*'     mrtti  miSe  bj  him  relative  to  the  proceedings  of   Uu4  " — ''^ 

*  "X<lii|  tb«re  were  aome  other  thingt  mtnttonedt 
B  the  oltgiDal  charge? 
KM.  What  ii  meant  by  the  original  charge? 

«CiKiBaeL  I  mean  the  complaint  vhich  was  preferred  by  the  Drerstar 
'the  Preparmtivfl  ISMttng,  and  brought  up  of  course  to  the  Moi "'' 
Meeting. 

A.  I  believe  all  the  complaint  that  was  brought  Forward 
MoDthly  Meeting,  vaa  contained  in  the  original  charge,  so  far  as 
snderatood.     I  ww  not  at  the  Preparative  Meeting. 

Q.  What  were  the  other  things  mentioned  in  that  charge? 

A.  Ihavenotacopyof  the  charge  here — 1  cannot  remember  the 
tenna  of  it:  but  I  beliere  that  paper  (Del.  Free  Press)  coniained  riiw 
menta  which  Fiienda  cbutd  have  no  unity  with,  and  for  which  the  edim 
wu  in  part  reapossible ;  and  therefore  they  considered  him  accounUbb 
to  the  Monthly  Meeting  for  the  agency  he  had  taken  io  it. 

Q.  What  were  tbo*  sentiments  that  you  could  have  no  unity  withi 

A.'  I  know  ao  little  tbout  that  paper,  that  I  must  ref^  the  connsdt^ 
it  Umaelfi  u  I  never  •»«  one  of  them  in  my  life,  till  after  the  Mootklp 
Meeting,  when  the  coihplaint  was  brought  forward,  -when  1  found  one 
In  the  Post  Office  at  Darby,  directed  to  me;  by  whom  I  know  not;  bat 
pmbnbly  by  Benjamin  Webb  himself.  I  did  not  read  st  all,  but  In* 
•Mae  tbian  in  it  I  could  have  no  unity  with,  nor  with  any  Friend  ton- 
ceraed  In  lt|  ridiculing  the  apostle  Paul,  celebrating  the  birthdaj  d 
Tom  Paine,  and  some  other  things  of  that  nature  that  I  can't  remerabcq' 
ud  •hmild  be  very  aorry  to  spend  my  time  in  reading:  and  1  anppou 
they  were  pretty  much  of  that  character,  from  what  I  afterwards  leameii. 
Many  pieces  admitted  into  ii,  as  it  was  termed  s  "  Free  Press,"  cilllBf 
in  question  the  divinity  of  Christ,  making  a  ridicule  of  miracles,  uIl<te^ 
valuing  or  laying  waste  the  scripiures,  probably,  in  some  insiancB.  I 
can't  say  how  far  it  went  in  admitling  pieces  that  went  to  advocate  tfc( 
principles  and  views  said  to  be  promulgated  by  Frances  Wrighi,  ud 
Robert  Dale  Owen,  and  those  kind  of  sentiments  that  were  calculatuitt 
lay  waste  the  christian  religion,  which  Friends  as  a  society,  could  bin 
no  unity  with :  although  there  might  be  individuals,  I  trust  the  number 
was  not  very  large,  who  might  countenance  such  a  paper  by  resdtneU, 
and  so  far  encouraging  its  continuance.  These  are  my  ^neral  viewia 
itj  and  1  will  not  descend  further  into  particulars,  for  I  have  nevcrrfii 
but  the  one  paper,  and  that  was  sent  lo  me.  I  have  gathered  njy  i* 
formation  from  some  other  Friends,  and  fi-om  hearing  some  other  pW* 
of  those  papers  read  on  these  subjects. 

Q.  You  speak  of  that  paper  calling  in  question  the  "divinitf" 
Christ :"  can  you  refer  me  to  any  number  of  it,  or  parts  of  any  nvn^A^ 
in  which  sentiments  on  that  subject  are  to  be  found  more  exprenlviiK 
doubt  than  this,  to  be  found  in  the  "  Berean,"  a  work  heretofore  '^^'^ 
to  by  you,  where  the  author,  in  speaking  of  our  Saviour,  says,  "in  ww 
manner,  then,  or  by  what  means,  was  he  made  more  than  man?  I  ansircr,  J 
by  the  aante  means,  and  in  the  same  manner  that  every  other 
undeGled  man  is  raised  above  the  mere  human  character." 

.  ToL  ii,  p.  358.]    And  again,  "  Will  it  be  presumed  that  God,  w. •  i 

-heavenofheavenscannotcuntain,who3c  presence  fills  the  whole  unii      « 
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lode  in  hit  fulness,  literally  in  the  man  Jesus;  can  it  be  supposed  that 
e,  of  whom  it  is  declared  that  he  was  limited  in  knowledge,  power  and 
:tion,  possessed  absolutely  the  spirit  of  God,  without  measure?"  [lb. 
59.]  And  a  variety  of  other  sentiments  of  a  similar  character,  in  the 
ime  book,  such  as  the  following:  **The  doctrine,  therefore,  contuned 
II  the  chapter  under  review,  ascribing  a  proper  divinity  to  Jesus  Christ, 
nking-him  the  foundation  of  every  christian  doctrine,  asserting  that 

t divine  nature  essentially  belonged  to  him,  and  constituting  him  a 
inct  object  of  faith  and  worship,  is  not  only  anti-scriptural,  but  op- 
pped  to  the  simplest  principles  of  reason;  and  is,  in  short,  among  the 
lAest  doctrines  that  has  ever  been  introduced  into  the  christian  church." 
3b.  359.3  ^^  ^^^^  ™^y  ^^  found  in  the  following  sentiments  in  the  4th 
loL  of  the  *' Quaker,"  page  65.  viz:  *'Do  the  professors  of  Christianity 
tUk  that  that  Jesus  bom  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  is  the  only  Son  of  God 
lit  can  give  us  a  knowledge  of  the  Father?  they  must  be  dark  indeed : 
isesa  do  nothing  for  any  of  us."  And  which  is  defended  in  the  ^'Friend| 
(r  Advocate  of  Trsth,"  another  work  referred  to  by  you,  4th  vol.  page 
is,  kc  or  the  following :  **  But  I  do  not  consider  that  the  crucifixion  of 
lie  outward  body  of  the  flesh  and  blood  of  Jesus  on  the  cross,  was  an 
kmemcnt  for  any  sins  but  the  legal  sins  of  the  Jews;"  contained  in  Elias 
licks*  letter  to  Doctor  Shoemaker,  which  is  accorded  in,  in  the  following 
isaner,  in  the  2nd  vol.  of  the  *^  Berean,"  page  52.  **  Whatever  redemp- 
kn,  therefore,  was  effected  by  the  outward  flesh  and  blood  of  Christ,  it 
isaU  Boti  in  the  nature  of  things,  be  any  thing  else  than  an  outward 
ttfemption."  And  without  burthening  the  record  with  transcribing  any 
lore  quotadons  on  this  subject,  I  will  refer  you  to  the  sentiments  of 
Uas  Hicks,  as  contained  in  his  printed  discourses,  which  are  made 
Khibits  in  this  cause.  And  on  the  other  branch  of  your  answer  relative 
0  the  scriptaresy  I  will  refer  myself  to  the  quotations  made  by  me  yes- 
ndsy,  and  to  a  few  extracts  from  the  **  Berean,"  which  are  as  follows, 
is:  '*  Nothing  is  easier  than  to  appeal  to  scripture,  for  great  names  for 
ke  authority  of  a  dogma  or  an  opinion,  but  nothing  is  at  the  same  time 
awe  vwn  and  futile."  [Vol.  ii.  p.  209.]  And  again,  "The  author 
tbrs  to  the  scriptures  as  to  a  divine  revelation;  there  cannot,  perhaps, 
IS  a  greater  abuse  of  terms  than  this;  never  was  counsel  more  darkened 
9  words  without  knowledge."  [lb.  212.]  And  in  his  conclusion  of 
Us  subject  in  the  following  words :  **It  is  in  vain  then  that  we  are  re- 
Qred  to  the  scriptures  as  to  an  acknowledged  authority,  to  determine 
ttdicting  opinions."  [ib.  401.]  Or  in  these  words,  "The  revelations 
^wcting  the  nature  of  God,  which  were  made  to  the  Israelites,  are 
fae,  when  viewed  as  in  connexion  with,  and  having  relation  to,  their 
IMritual  condition;  but  to  any  other  state  they  are  not  true ;  therefore, 
kck  revelations  abstractedly  taken,  are  not  true  in  themselves;  are  not 
kl  troth  of  God?"    [Berean,  vol.  i.  p.  403.] 

Am  In  my  general  view  that  I  gave  of  the  nature  of  the  subjects  con- 
■hed  in  the  **  Delaware  Free  Press,"  so  far  as  I  had  understood  them, 
;w!ai  in  ordef  to  satisfy  the  counsel,  that  the  part  which  Benjamin 
Tebb  had  taken  in  that  paper  was  the  matter  upon  which  the  complaint 
pUnst  him  was  founded.  I  have  several  times  renewed  my  protest 
;iinat  cither  hia  right  to  inquire,  or  myself  under  any  obligationaio 
awcTf  in  matters  nlating  to  the  private  concerns  of  that  Monthlf 
eeting.    But  as  in  the  latter  questiODy  and  in  the  long  string  of  qnolft* 
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&NU,  >ce.(  thtt  he  (IwweTer  matlUted  they  may  be)  has  got  recorded 
(n  tluMC  n^utes,  he  ■eema  now  to  have  taken  s  new  ground;  tiiatoT 
Teqvbtag  o^nioni  about  doctrlnei,  and  matters  of  a  spiritual  naturci 
wuch  has  heretofore  been  protested  against  hy  a  witness,  who  preceded 
me  Im  th^a  exunination,  and  also  by  myself  in  some  instances,  as  ban; 
oat  of  the  jurisdiction  of  any  court  in  the  United  States,  or  any  com- 
niadoB  acting  und^  it,  to  inquire  into  matters  of  sl  spiritual  nature,  or 
^dnioM  abont  doctrines.  I  therefore  onet bhr  enter  my  solemn  proieil 
•niut  going  farther  into  any  examination  on  this  paint;  believiogn^ 
■Sf  net  required,  or  under  any  obligations,  by  the  qualificattoD  1  hire 
taken,  to  do  so>  And  I  had  aik  assunnce  from  the  former  counsel,  b? 
vhom  I  was  crosft«xamined,  that  so  questions  would  be  put  reqaifitig 
an  ofnaion  on  these  subjects.  And,  therefore,  I  ehall  decline  answentg 
nay  quetdon  tending  to  that  pointf  and  as  I  suppose  the  end  and  dutgt 
is  answeredf  by  gettug  those  long  quotations  placed  upon  the  record,! 
■hall  hope  not  longer  to  be  burdened  with  snc  li  <iucstians,  and  this  a- 
■mination  protracted,  whereby  I  am  kept  week  after  week  from  itj 
family*  ana  motherless  children. 

Q>  In  the  charge  brought  by  the  overseers  against  BcDJamin  Webbr 
and  npon  which  yon  as  a  cqpimittee  from  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  an 
the  advice  of  which  you  this  morning  spoke,  was  Benjamin  mbb 
chatted  with,  and  c^kdupos,  to  answer  for^  sny  unsound  doctriacs,d^ 
ktical,  or  anti-christian  sentiments,  published,  avowed,  or  advocattdia 
thatpaperf 

A.  I  hav&  told  you  before  that  the  charge  was  founded  against  i'm, 
fbr  tlw  part  hbhad  taken  in  that  paper.  Bnt  as  my  proicsc  u  diu«' 
garded,  and  a  question  of  doctrine  is  again  put,  1  must  say  again,  XM I 
am  not  bound  to  answer,  and  will  not  aimoer  a.  question  put,  of  tha  na- 
ture. 

Q.  You  observed  in  a  former  answer,  that  there  were  certain  wv 

€ments  contained  in  the  paper  alluded  to,  which  neither  you  nor  the 
tciety  of  which  you  are  a  member,  could  unite  with.  Were  any  of 
those  objectionable  sentiments  specified  in  the  charge  against  Qenjinuo 
Wibbi 

A.  There  were  no  sentiments,  I  think,  specified  in  the  charge.  Bit 
the  sentiments  and  views-that  were  held  up  in  that  paper,  were  in  pit 
what  the  charge  was  founded  upon.  They  were  not  specified  iotk 
charge. 

The  counsel  for  Joseph  Hendrickson  rest  the  further  cross-examiu- 
tion  of  Halliday  Jackson;  and  his  testimony  upon  iiis  said  further  cn» 
examination  was  read  over  to  him;  when  be  adds, 

I  will  in  short  say,  that  on  hearing  my  testimony  all  read  over,  uJ 
duW  reSecting  npon  it,  I  feel  perfectly  satisfied  with  every  part  of  it. 
so  ur  as  the  evidence  I  have  given  as  to  the  matters  of  fact  that  inn 
come  within  my  own  knowledge;  and  as  to  those  matters  that  have  beet 
related  from  common  repute,  or  what  is  called  hears^  testimon]',  I 
have,  at  least,  believed  them  to  be  the  truth;  and  I  am  now  perfectly  tut 
that  this  testimony  should  go  to  the  world,  as,  in  iny  ^prehension,  K 
far  as  it  goes,  a  just  development  of  the  causes  that  have  operated,  ud 
which  have  produced  the  late  schism  ui  the  Society  of  Friends;  asd  I 
further  this  affirmant  saith  not.  KALuoxr  Jacxboh.      1 

Affirmed  as  aforesaid,  and  subscribed  at  the  liouie  of  William  Ridg- 
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ty»  in  Camden,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  this  twelfth  day  of  March, 
k  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-one. 
Before  ine,  J.  J.  Fosteb, 

Master  and  Examiner. 
Adjourned  until  Tuesday,  15th  March  next,  at  ten  o'clock,  A.  M. 

Tuesday  momingf  March  15th,  1831,  ten  o'clock.  Examination  con- 
mned.  Present  the  same  as  on  Saturday,  except  Mr.  Sioan,  whose 
ilace  is  supplied  by  Mr.  Brown^  of  counsel  with  Joseph  Hendrickson. 

Chables  Stokes,  a  witness  produced  on  the  part  of  the  complainan^^C^A, 
■d  Stacy  Decow,  alleging  himself  to  be  conscientiously  scrupulous  of^  *^r^ 
ikhg  an  oath,  and  being  duly  affirmed  according  to  law,  on  his  solemn  " 
Crmation  declareth  and  saith,  viz. 

'.^^aestion  by  Mr.  Price.  What  is  your  age,  and  where  your  residence? 
'  A*  I  am  between  thirty-nine  and  forty  years  of  age;  my  residence  is 
a  the  township  of  Willingborough,  county  of  Burlington,  and  State  of 
Hew  Jersey. 

Q.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  and  how  long  have 
tw  been  so? 

A.  I  am  a  member  of  the  religious  Society  of  Friends,  and  have  been 
rom  my  birth. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  the  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  at  the  time  a 
e|5hration  took  place  from  it;  and  if  so,  state  how  it  took  place? 

A  I  attended  the  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Eleventh-month, 
837;  which  is  the  meeting,  I  suppose,  alluded  to  in  the  question.  At 
bat  meeting  a  separation  did  take  place.  The  meeting,  I  think,  opened 
tis  usual,  by  the  calling  of  the  representatives;  soon  after  which,  it  was 
Uted  by  some  person  in  the  meeting,  that  he  apprehended  there  was 
Qe  or  more  persons  present,  who  were  either  under  dealing,  or  stood 
liaowned;  and  that  as  it  was  not  customary  for  Friends  to  proceed  in 
he  business  of  a  meeting  when  such  persons  were  present,  he  requested 
Utauch  persons  should  withdraw  from  the  meeting.  This  request  to 
withdraw,  I  think,  was  repeated  by  some  other  Friends;  no  person, 
mever,  was  named  as  being  in  that  condition.  Another  Friend,  I 
bink  Jediah  Middleton  by  name,  also  requested,  that  if  there  were  any 
iich  present,  that  it  was  his  wish  that  they  should  withdraw;  for  his 
art,  he  knew  of  none  such  being  present;  but  if  those  who  were  mem- 
tn  of  Oreen  street  Monthly  Meeting, were  the  persons  alluded  to,  inas- 
iich  as  he  believed  that  they  were  not  in  the  situation  mentioned,  he 
^tt  willing  that  they  should  remain  in  the  meeting;  and  further,  I  think, 
tited,  that  if  any  Friend  knew  of  any  person  being  present,  who  had 
0  right  to  a  seat,  according  to  the  discipline,  it  would  be  proper  to 
ime  him*  No  name,  however,  I  think,  was  given.  But  there  was, 
erhaps,  a  sentiment  expressed,  that  members  of  Green  street  Monthly 
Icetiog,  whom  the  meeting  for  the  northern  district,  Philadelphia,  had 
Kler  dealing,  had  no  right  to  a  seat  in  the  meeting.  This  opinion  was, 
Mrever,  controverted,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  very  improper 
r  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  so  far  to  countenance  proceedings 
lich  had  grown  out  of  an  unlawful  combination  of  the  elders  and  ceiv 
n  other  persons*  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  who  were  seeking  to 
»late  the  rights  pf  Monthly  Meetings,  and  jeopardize  the  rights  of 
imbers,  especially  of  those  members  and  of  that  Monthly  Meetings 
o  had  stood  in  the  contest  against  those  encroachments  and  infringe- 
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meots  of  those  rightSy  which  they  apprehended  would  be  the  caie,  hf 
requesting  the  members  of  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting  to  withdrtv. 
Soon  after  thiSf  I  think,  a  proposition  was  made  to  adjourn  the  Qai^ 
terly  Meeting,  by  some  of  that  part  of  it  which  is  now  called  OrthodoL 
This  was  objected  to,  and  at  the  same  time  it  was  observed,  that  if  aif 
Friends  felt  themselves  not  at  liberty  to  continue,  that  they  would  belt 
liberty  to  withdraw;  but  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  would  contiMi 
to  do  the  business  of  the  Quarter;  upon  which,  a  Friend,  high  in  til 
confidence  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  made  a  proposition  to  thiadfcd^ 
and  I  think,  nearly  in  these  words— (I  ought,  perhaps,  to  remarkf  tlm 
this  Friend,  who  made  the  proposition,  was,  and  continues  to  bci  «U 
the  Orthodox  part,)  he  said:  *^Now  let  the  question  be  taken^  w 
the  Quarterly  Meeting  will  adjourn,  or  whether  it  will  continue 
business  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  its  present  state.'*     Upon  w! 
there  was  very  considerably  more  expression,  according  to  my  recoBsDi. 
tion  and  impression,  in  favour  of  continuing  the  business  of  the  Qp» 
terly  Meeting,  than  to  adjourn  it.    This  decision,  however,  not  ap|MV^ 
ing  agreeable  to  certain  Friends  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  they  did ai|: 
appear  willing  to  abide  by  it;  but  still  proposed  that  the  Quarterly  Met^ 
ing  should  adjourn,  and  fixed  on  a  time  and  place,  which  was  BorlingMi 
city,  I  think,  on  Sixth-day  of  the  same  week.    Friends  objectedf  thai  f 
some  Friends  should  feel  best  satisfied  to  retire  from  the  meeting,  tiKf 
were  at  liberty  to  do  so;  but  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  would  ill 
adjourn*     Whereupon,  I  think  it  was  stated  by  one  who  is  now  withdn 
Orthodox,  that  it  was  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  that  was  abcMtto 
adjourn.    Those  Friends,  who  had  thus  concluded  to  leave  the 
then  named  two  of  their  number  to  go  into  the  women's  apartmealf 
inform  them  of  the  conclusion  which  they  had  come  to.    Friends,  appts* 
hending  that  the  women  would  not,  by  this  message,  get  the  tme  stUi 
of  the  case,  and  might  perhaps  be  induced  to  believe  that  it  was  Burlis^ 
ton  Quarterly  Meeting  that  proposed  adjourning,  appointed  two  FricMl 
to  go  into  the  women's  apartment,  and  inform  them  of  the  real  state  of 
the  case.    When  those  two  last  mentioned  Friends  were  on  their  way  to 
the  women's  apartment,  and  had  got  so  far  as  the  door  which  enters  thit 
apartment, there  were  several  of  those  who  are  now  called  the  OrthodoK 
party,  objected  to  their  going  in,  and  alleged  that  the  meeting  ought  to 
have  confidence  in  the  Friends  who  had  preceded  them,  that  they  wosU 
certainly  give  a  true  account.    One  of  the  committee  then  appealed  to 
the  meeting,  in  order  that  they  might  be  correctly  informed,  whether  it 
was  the  judgment  of  the  meeting  that  they  should  proceed,  or  not.  Tte 
expression  had,  on  this  appeal,  appeared  to  be  such,  as  left  no  donbC    j 
upon  their  minds,  when  they  accordingly  went  upon  their  errand.     Soon    ; 
after  which,  the  clerk  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  being  on  that  lidi    ; 
of  the  question  called  Orthodox,  read  a  minute,  purporting  to  be  an  id- 
journment  of  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  when  they  arose  and  left 
the  Meeting;  he  carrying  with  him  the  papers  of  the  meeting.     Fricadi    t 
then  appointed  a  clerk,  and  continued  the  business  of  the  Quartcrif 
Meeting. 

Q.  Have  Friends  ever  since  continued  to  hold  that  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  They  have  continued  to  hold  a  Quarterly  Meetings— they  havccos- 
tinued  to  hold  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Q.   What  proportion  in  number  do  those  who  continue  to  hold  Bui^ 
lingtou  Quarterly  Mcctinj;,  bear  to  those  who  separated  with  the  clerk? 
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A.  According  to  my  recollection  of  an  enumeration  which  was  madCf 
Rd  the  statement  given  in  the  testimony,  under  -a  commission  issuing 
Mof  the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania—— 
i^  Mr.  Frke.  I  wish  the  witness  to  "state  from  his  own  knowledge.  ' 
'  Witness.  I  mentioned  that  circumstance  merely  as  going  to  show  the 
|M«iids  which  I  bad  for  the  opinion  which  I  expected  to  express. 
n  Jf  r.  Prices  Tou  will  please  to  state  what  you  did,  in  conjunction  with 
llMe  associated  with  you  for  the  same  object;  that  is,  to  ascertun  the 
Idfttive  numbers. 

||r Witness.  Andrew  C.  Ridgway,  Jediah  Middleton,  Anthony  Sharp^ 
M-nyseif,  were  engaged  to  make  a  statement  of  the  number  of  mem- 
^^  who  were  considered  as  having  attached  themselves  to  the  Ortho- 
lift- |mrtyf  and  also  of  the  number  who  remained  with  Friends^  within 
be  limila  of  that  Quarterly  Meeting—^ . 

■-  Mxk  Brown,  I,  of  course,  cannot  object  to  the  witness  stating  what 
sok  place  within  his  own  knowledge;  but  I  do  object,  and  wish  it  dis« 
inctly  noted,  to -his  relating  what  was  done  by  others,  with  whom  he 
mm  associated,  unless  he  was  himself  present  and  acting  with  them,  or 
heir  eeta  personally  known  to  him. 

Mr.  iytei  I  want  the  answer  of  the  witness  according  to  the  facts. 

Witness  proceeds.  According  to  the  statement  thus  made,  I  think 
lire  were  ^flfht  hundred  of  the  former,  or  Orthodox  party,  and  otae 
leesand  and  forty-nine  Friends. 

Q.  Frwe  your  own  observations,  in  attending  Burlington  Quarterly 
[eetingy-alMe  the  Orthodox  left  it,  what  proportion  of  the  former  mem- 
are  coadme  to  sustain  it? 

A*  Judging  from  my  recollection  of  the  size,  or  the  numbers  who  at- 
aided  the  Quarterly  Meeting  formerly,  previous  to  the  separation,  an 
le  enmbers  who  have  attended  since  that  Ume,  I  think  it  would  be  s 
^eay,  that  from  two-thirds  to  three-fourths  as  many  attend  since,  as 
itei  end  sometimes  I  have  thought  that  the  meeting  did  not  fall  far  sho 
f  bdag  as  large  as  I  have  seen  it  before  the  separation. 

Qi  Was  the  committee  of  which  Samuel  Emlen^  Samuel  Craft  and 
Aers  were  members,  to  visit  the  Monthly  mfi,  Preparative  Meetings, 
ypotnted  by  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting^ 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  committee  having  been  appoint- 
d. 

Qi  Have  you  .regularly  attended  that  Quarterly  Meeting  since  the 
isparation? 

Am  I  have  regularly  attended  it 

Qi  Did  you  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  Fourth-month,  1827|  and  if 
li^  when  a  Friend  was  about  to  state  to  the  meeting  the  disqualified  si- 
liation  of  Samuel  Battle,  to  act  as  its  clerk,  was  the  meeting  deprived 
•ffihat  communication,  and  in  what  way? 

A  I  attended  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  Fourth-month,  1837,  with  the 
BEseption  of  part  of  the  last  sitting.  At  the  close  of  the  first  sitting,  on 
Bseond-day  morning,  the  representatives  were  requested  to  stop  at  the 
lise  of  the  sitting,  to  consider  of  a  suitable  person  to  serve  the  meeting 
li  clerk,  and  one  to  uiist  him.  On  the  coming  together  of  the  meeting 
■  the  afternoon,  it  ynji  stated  to  the  meeting,  that  the  representatives 
led  not  a|[reed  upon  an||  person  to  propose  as  its  clerk.  There  wei^ 
Uferent  views  thei»  taken,  with  regard  to  the  proper  course  to  pursue: 

Vol.  IL-n  gjfcj      '  * 
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ments  of  those  rights,  which  they  apprehended  would  be  the  case,  b 
requesting  the  members  of  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting  to  withdrai 
Soon  after  this,  I  think,  a  proposition  was  made  to  adjourn  the  Quai 
terly  Meeting,  by  some  of  that  part  of  it  which  is  now  called  Orthodoi 
This  was  objected  to,  and  at  the  same  time  it  was  observed,  that  if  an] 
Friends  felt  themselves  not  at  liberty  to  continue,  that  they  would  be&i 
liberty  to  withdraw;  but  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  would  contiBif 
to  do  the  business  of  the  Quarter;  upon  which,  a  Friend,  high  in  the 
confidence  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  made  a  proposition  to  this  effect 
and  I  think,  nearly  in  these  words— (I  ought,  perhaps,  to  remark,  thil 
this  Friend,  who  made  the  proposition,  was,  and  continues  to  be,  irith 
the  Orthodox  part,)  he  said:  ^^Now  let  the  question  be  taken,  whether 
the  Quarterly  Meeting  will  adjourn,  or  whether  it  will  continue  tht 
business  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  its  present  state."  Upon  whkh 
there  was  very  considerably  more  expression,  according  to  my  recoUeo* 
tion  and  impression,  in  favour  of  continuing  the  business  of  the  Quu^ 
terly  Meeting,  than  to  adjourn  it.  This  decision,  however,  not  appei^ 
ing  agreeable  to  certain  Friends  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  they  did  Mt 
appear  willing  to  abide  by  it;  but  still  proposed  that  the  Quarterly  BleBl- 
ing  should  adjourn,  and  fixed  on  a  time  and  place,  which  was  Burlingtui 
city,  I  think,  on  Sixth-day  of  the  same  week.  Friends  objected,  that  if 
some  Friends  should  feel  best  satisfied  to  retire  from  the  meeting,  thef 
were  at  liberty  to  do  so;  but  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  would  apt 
adjourn.  Whereupon,  I  think  it  was  stated  by  one  who  is  now  with  the 
Orthodox,  that  it  was  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  that  was  about  to 
adjourn.  Those  Friends,  who  had  thus  concluded  to  leave  the  meetia^ 
then  named  two  of  their  number  to  go  into  the  women's  apartment,  aal 
inform  them  of  the  conclusion  which  they  had  come  to.  Friends,  appK* 
bending  that  the  women  would  not,  by  this  message,  get  the  true  stite 
of  the  case,  and  might  perhaps  be  induced  to  believe  that  it  was  fiurliar* 
ton  Quarterly  Meeting  that  proposed  adjourning,  appointed  two  Frieatt 
to  go  into  the  women's  apartment,  and  inform  them  of  the  real  state oi 
the  case.  When  those  two  last  mentioned  Friends  were  on  their  way  to 
the  women's  apartment,  and  had  got  so  far  as  the  door  which  enters  that 
apartment, there  were  several  of  those  who  are  now  called  theOrthodca 
party,  objected  to  their  going  in,  and  alleged  that  the  meeting  ought  to 
have  confidence  in  the  Friends  who  had  preceded  them,  that  they  woiU 
certainly  give  a  true  account.  One  of  the  committee  then  appealed  to 
the  meeting,  in  order  that  they  might  be  correctly  informed,  whether  it 
was  the  judgment  of  the  meeting  that  they  should  proceed,  or  not.  The 
expression  had,  on  this  appeal,  appeared  to  be  such,  as  left  no  doabC 
upon  their  minds,  when  they  accordingly  went  upon  their  errand.  Sooa 
after  which,  the  clerk  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  being  on  that  side 
of  the  question  called  Orthodox,  read  a  minute,  purporting  to  be  an  ad* 
journment  of  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  when  they  arose  and  lell 
the  Meeting;  he  carrying  with  him  the  papers  of  the  meeting.  Friendi 
then  appointed  a  clerk,  and  continued  the  business  of  the  Quarteil] 
Meeting. 

Q.  Have  Friends  ever  since  continued  to  hold  that  Quarterly  Meeting 
A.  They  have  continued  to  hold  a  Quarterly  Meeting — they  have  col 

tinned  to  hold  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Q.  What  proportion  in  number  do  those  who  continue  to  hold  Bui 

lington  Quarterly  Meeting,  bear  to  those  who  separated  with  the  clcrki 
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[noon.] 

A.  Accordiog  to  my  recollection  of  an  enumeration  which  was  madct 
d  the  statement  given  in  the  testimony,  under  a  commission  issuing 

tof  the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania 

Mr.  Price.  I  wish  the  witness  to  state  from  his  own  knowledge. 
Witness.  I  mentioned  that  circumstance  merely  as  going  to  show  the 
Minds  which  I  had  for  the  opinion  which  I  expected  to  express. 
Mr.  Price.  You  will  please  to  state  what  you  did,  in  conjunction  with 
Me  associated  with  you  for  the  same  object;  that  is,  to  ascertain  the 
btive  numbers. 

Witness.  Andrew  C.  Ridgwav,  Jediah  Middleton,  Anthony  Sharp, 
d  myself,  were  engaged  to  make  a  statement  of  the  number  of  mem- 
rt  who  were  considered  as  having  attached  themselves  to  the  Ortho- 
K  party:  and  also  of  the  number  who  remained  with  Friends,  within 

e  limits  of  that  Quarterly  Meeting 

Mr.  Brown,    I,  of  course,  cannot  object  to  the  witness  stating  what 

ok  place  within  his  own  knowledge;  but  I  do  object,  and  wish  it  dis- 

ictly  noted,  to  his  relating  what  was  done  by  others,  with  whom  he 

li  istociated,  unless  he  was  himself  present  and  acting  with  them,  or 

dr  acts  personally  known  to  him. 

Mr.  Price.  I  want  the  answer  of  the  witness  according  to  the  facts. 

Witness  proceeds.  Accc«ding  to  the  statement  thus  made,  I  think 

ire  were  eight  hundred  of  the  former,  or  Orthodox  party,  and  one 

ousand  and  forty-nine  Friends. 

Q.  From  your  own  observations,  in  attending  Burlington  Quarterly 

eeting,  race  the  Orthodox  left  it,  what  proportion  of  the  former  mem- 

n  contiBne  to  sustain  it? 

A.  Jadging  from  my  recollection  of  the  size,  or  the  numbers  who  at- 

ided  the  Quarterly  Meeting  formerly,  previous  to  the  separation,  and 

eaumbers  who  have  attended  since  that  time,  I  think  it  would  be  safi|« 

say,  that  from  two-thirds  to  three-fourths  as  many  attend  since,  as  b#^ 

lei  sod  sometimes  I  have  thought  that  the  meeting  did  not  fall  far  short 

bdoe  as  large  as  I  have  seen  it  before  the  separation. 

%  Was  the  committee  of  which  Samuel  Emlen,  Samuel  Craft  and 

hers  were  members,  to  visit  the  Monthly  and  Preparative  Meetings, 

ipdnted  by  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting? 

Km  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  committee  having  been  appoint- 

u 

%  Have  you  regularly  attended  that  Quarterly  Meeting  since  the 

psration? 

A.  I  have  regularly  attended  it. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  Fourth-month,  1827|  and  if 

» when  a  Friend  was  about  to  state  to  the  meeting  the  disqualified  si- 

Uion  of  Samuel  Bettle,  to  act  as  its  clerk,  was  the  meeting  deprived 

that  communication,  and  in  what  way? 

A.  I  attended  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  Fourth-month,  1837,  veith  the 

ception  of  part  of  the  last  sitting.     At  the  close  of  the  first  sitting,  on 

6ond-day  morning,  the  representatives  were  requested  to  stop  at  the 

e  of  the  sitdng,  to  consider  of  a  suitable  person  to  serve  the  meeting 

clerk,  and  one  to  MBist  him.     On  the  coming  together  of  the  meeting 

the  aftemooni  it  v^  stated  to  the  meeting,  that  the  representatives 

I  not  a^ed  upon  angfs  person  to  propose  as  its  clerk.    There  wei^ 

erent  views  then  takeni  with  regard  to  the  proper  course  topursne: 

i^OL.  II.— 37   ^1^ 
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tj  among  the  membera  conitltuttng  it,  in  consequence  of  the  separalica 
before  alluded  to;  in  order  to  prevent  which,  the  trustees  of  Friends  wta 
had  charge  of  such  property,  principally,  very  early  made  overturM 
thoBC  Friends  who  were  among  the  Orthodox,  and  vho  also  claimed 
have  the  control  of  it.     A  copy  of  the  overture  I  have  ia  my  pockdi 
and  if  it  is  thought  proper  I  cun  eshibit  it. 

The  witness  producing  the  paper  further  says,  this  ia  the  origiBil 
agreed  upon  by  the  trustees. 

The  paper  is  now  offered  in  evidence,  on  the  part  of  the  complainiiU, 
■    and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  Exhibit  W. — [See  Appendix.] 

Q.  Was  that  overture  acceded  to  by  those  to  whom  it  was  sent? 

A,  We  never  received  any  official  information  from  them  in  rcgirdw 
it.  All  the  private  information  which  we  received,  went  to  show  tint 
they  would  do  nothing  in  the  case.  Although  I  believe  some  of  tktir 
members  thought  our  propositions  very  reasonable  and  juai. 

Q.  Were  you  or  they  the  majority  of  the  meeting? 

A.  As  regards  the  meeting  collectively,  I  think  there  is  not  much  dS- 
ference;  as  regards  the  male  members,  I  think  the  majority  is  on  ^d^ 
side. 

Q.  Were  you,  or  they,  in  possession  of  the  school  property? 

A.  We  were  in  possession  of  the  school  property,  with  a  very  tmill 
exception, 

Q.  So  far  as  you  have  had  opportunity  of  observing,  have  the  ditom- 
raents  of  the  Orthodox  party  appeared  to  he  in  the  spirit  of  i-estom; 
love  of  the  discipline,  or  with  the  view  of  arrogating  the  name,  rtgbUi 
and  property  of  the  societyf 

A.  It  is  difficult  to  say,  what  might  have  been  the  feelings  of  our  0> 
thodox  Friends  under  such  very  extraordinary  circumstances;  but  if  n 
arc  at  liberty  to  judge  of  their  feelings  by  their  conduct,  and  of  the 
fruits  which  their  very  ridieuloug  proceedings  produced,  I  should  be  In- 
clined to  think,  there  had  been  but  very  little  of  the  spirit  of  reslorio; 
love ;  and  when  we  take  into  consideration  their  own  individual  decUn- 
tlons  about  the  time  of  their  pretending  thus  to  deal,  in  connexion  with 
the  known  fact  of  their  having  retained  several  lawyers,  under  vboU 
direction  it  was  supposed  that  they  were  acting,  the  conclusion  aeflu 
almost  irresistible,  that  the  property  belonging  to  the  socielf  was  the 
principal  thing  that  they  were  aiming  at.  When  I  speak  as  I  do  up<n 
the  last  question,  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  be  understood,  as  intendia; 
lo  include  all  who  are  in  connexion  with  the  Orthodox  parly.  There  at 
many  men  among  them,  with  whom  I  am  acquainted,  for  whose  justice 
and  liberality  I  have  a  very  great  repard;  and  whom,  I  am  grateful,  ibtt 
I  can  still  place  upon  the  list  of  my  Friends,  and  who  by  no  means  joia 
in  this  crusade  after  property;  and  who  also  entirely  disapprove  of  ihl 
course  which  their  Orthodox  brethren  have  taken  in  regard  to  it. 

And  being  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrickaos,  !fcl 
witness  further  saith. 

Question  by  Mr,  jBrotrn,  Does  not  the  discipline  of  the  Societyrf 
Friends  forbid  the  attendance  at  its  meetings  for  discipline,  of  petsHi 
who  are  either  under  dealing  or  disowned? 

A.  I  am  not  aware  that  the  discipline  goes  to  the  extent  toforbidfbvt 
it  does  contemplate  that  persons  thus  circumstanced,  shall  not  be  pre- 
sent al  meetings  for  disciplinp. 
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A*  As  regards  natural  rights^  I  have  never  supposed  that  there  was 
7  distinction. 

Q.  As  to  spiritual  qualification,  is  the  meeting  the  only  competent 
dget  of  its  presence,  and  of  the  weight  of  sentiments  delivered? 
A.  That  is  according  to  my  view  of  the  subject. 
Q.    Is  there  any  higher  body  in  the  society  known,  than  a  Yearly 
ceting? 

A.    There  never  has  been  any  higher  authority,  than  that  of  a  Yearly 
letting. 

Q.  Does  it  make  its  own  discipline,  govern  its  own  proceedings,  and 
it  the  final  tribunal  of  appeal  in  the  society? 
A.  Those  questions  I  may  answer  in  the  afiirmative. 
^.  Are  Yearly  Meetings,  for  all  disciplinary  purposes,  independent 
idies? 

A.  Such  has  always  been  my  opinion.  I  might  add,  as  a  proof  that 
mi  correct  in  that  opinion,  I  think,  when  new  Yearly  Meetings  have 
len  established,  no  assent  has  been  required,  except  of  the  members 
imediately  concerned.  An  attempt  was  made  within  my  recollection 
be  precise  time  I  do  not  now  remember,)  to  establish  something  in  the 
nracter  of  a  federal  head,  to  the  Yearly  Meetings,  on  this  continent: 
It  which  was  not  agreed  to;  leaving,  as  I  apprehend,  the  respective 
early  Meetings  in  the  possession  of  their  independence. 
Q.  when  the  other  Yearly  Meetings  commence  a  correspondence  with 
sew  Yearly  Meeting,  if  it  is  an  acknowledgment  of  any  thing,  would 
be  of  its  independence  as  a  body,  or  of  its  dependence? 
A.  From  what  knowledge  I  have  of  the  epistolary  correspondence  that 
s  been  carried  on  between  the  different  Yearly  Meetings,  as  far  as  the 
lestion  of  dependence  or  independence  is  involved,  it  goes  most  fully 
recognise  the  latter. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  have  observed,  have  Friends,  since  separation,  been 
Jling  to  settle  the  difference  in  regard  to  property,  with  their  oppo- 
ntSt  according  to  the  ancient,  just,  and  gospel  order  of  Friends? 
A  I  am  not  aware  of  a  single  exception  among  Friends.  In  many,  if 
I  most  cases,  overtures  have  been  made,  having  for  their  object  such 
adjustment. 

Q  In  your  particular  meeting,  have  you  done  so;  and  if  so,  can  you 
Idbit  here  the  nature  of  it? 

A.  In  the  Monthly  Meeting,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  an  overture  of 
e  character  mentioned  has  been  made,  but  not  apprehending  that  it 
Mid  be  wanted  on  this  examination,  I  did  not  bring  it  with  me,  but 
a  either  produce  it  at  another  time,  or  can  give  its  character  from  re- 
Uection.  In  the  Preparative  Meeting,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  pre- 
)nsly  to  the  separation  of  our  Orthodox  Friends,  and  when  we  were  in 
Preparative  Meeting  capacity  together,  and  it  appearing  likely  that 
Sculties  would  increase  upon  us,  a  proposition  was  made*  and  tender- 
urged}  that  a  committee  should  be  appointed  to  take  the  state  of  that 
xting  into  consideration,  and  sec  if  some  way  might  not  open  to  ar- 
ige  those  things,  which  might,  probably,  if  left  as  they  then  were, 
iduce  unkind  feelings  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  unnecessarily  inter-  if 
)t  the  harmony  which  had  so  remarkably  characterized  that  neighhom^ 
>d  and  meeting.  This  proposition  was  urged  by  Friends,  and  reslsteoL 
the  Orthodox  party  in  that  meeting.  The  school  properly  belonging 
Lhat  Preparative  Meeting  was  likely  also  to  produce  increased  difncui- 
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ij  among  the  members  consdtuttDg  it,  in  consequence  of  the  aeparatiot 
before  alluded  to;  in  order  to  prevent  which,  the  trustees  of  Friends  wb» 
had  charge  of  such  properly,  principally,  very  early  made  overtures  U 
those  Fritndswho  were  among  the  Orthodox,  and  vho  also  cUimedM 
have  the  control  of  it.  A  copy  of  the  overture  I  have  in  my  pocke^ 
and  if  it  is  thought  proper  I  can  exhibit  it. 

The  witness  producing  the  paper  further  says,  this  is  the  ori^Ml 
agreed  upon  by  the  trustees. 

The  paper  is  now  offered  in  evidence,  on  the  part  of  the  compUiout 
■    and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  Exhibit  W. — [See  Appendix.] 

Q.  Was  that  overture  acceded  to  by  those  to  whom  it  was  sent? 

A.  We  never  received  any  oRicial  information  from  them  in  regvdtt 
it.  All  the  private  information  which  we  received,  went  to  show  ilid 
ihey  would  do  nothing  in  the  case.  Although  I  believe  some  of  llidr 
members  thought  our  propositions  very  reasonable  and  just. 

Q.   Were  you  or  they  ihe  majority  of  the  meeting? 

A.  As  regards  the  meeting  collectively,  I  think  there  is  not  much  & 
ference;  as  regards  the  male  members,  I  think  the  majority  is  on  llMir 
side. 

Q.  Were  you,  or  they,  in  possession  of  the  school  properly? 

A.  We  were  in  possession  of  the  school  property,  with  a  very  tna& 
exception. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  have  had  opportunity  of  observing,  have  the  disoiv 
nents  of  the  Orthodox  party  appeared  to  be  in  the  spirit  of  reitoring 
love  of  the  discipline,  or  with  the  view  of  arrogating  the  name,  right% 
Kud  properly  of  the  society? 

A.  It  is  difficult  to  say,  what  might  have  been  the  feelings  of  our  th« 
thodox  Friends  under  such  very  extraordinary  circumstances;  but  if  n 
are  at  liberty  to  judge  of  their  feelings  by  their  conduct,  and  ottkft 
fruits  which  their  very  ridiculous  proceedings  produced,  I  should  be  i» 
clined  to  think,  there  had  been  but  very  little  of  the  spirit  of  restoraf^ 
love ;  and  when  we  take  into  consideration  their  own  individual  decUifr 
tions  about  the  time  of  their  pretending  thus  to  deal,  in  connexion  with 
the  known  fact  of  their  having  retained  several  lawyers,  under  #hotf 
direction  it  was  supposed  that  they  were  acting,  the  conclusion  seeiM 
almost  irresistible,  that  the  property  belonging  to  the  society  was  thi 
principal  thing  that  they  were  aiming  at.  When  I  speak  as  I  do-apM 
the  last  question,  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  be  understood,  as  ioteodial 
to  include  all  who  are  in  connexion  with  the  Orthodox  party.  There  >it 
many  men  among  them,  with  whom  I  am  acquainted,  for  whose  juitjce 
and  liberality  I  have  a  very  great  regard;  and  whom,  I  am  grateful,  tW 
I  can  still  place  upon  the  list  of  my  Friends,  and  who  by  no  means  jtdl 
in  this  crusade  after  property;  and  who  also  entirely  disapprove  of  iha 
course  which  their  Orthodox  brethren  have  taken  in  regard  to  it. 

And  being  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrickson,  tte 
witness  further  saitb. 

Question  by  Mr.  firotrn.  Does  not  the  discipline  of  the  Societfflf 
Ftiends  forbid  the  attendance  at  its  meetings  for  discipline,  of  peraou 
who  are  either  under  dealing  or  disowned^ 

A-  I  am  not  aware  that  the  discipline  goes  to  Ihe  extent  \o  forbids  b«l 
it  does  contemplate  that  persons  thus  circumstanced,  shall  not  be  pre- 
sent at  meetings  for  discipline. 
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Q*  Wat  It  the  practice,  within  your  knowledge,  previous  to  the  sepa- 

itloii,  for  persons  thus  circumstanced,  to  attend  such  meedngs? 

A.  It  was  not  the  practice  of  latter  times;  although  I  think  it  was  for- 

lerly:  I  say  it  was  not  the  practice  of  latter  times,  in  meetings  where  I  was 

cquainted,  for  such  persons  to  sit,  either  before  or  since  the  separation* 

Q.  Would  it  be  consistent  with  the  order  of  society,  for  a  meeting  for 
Iscipline  to  proceed  with  its  business,  if  such  persons  should  obtrude 
tiemselves  into  it,  and  persist  in  sitting  there? 

A.  I  think  such  a  case  as  that  is  not  provided  for  in  the  discipline; 

ltd  such  a  case«  I  think,  I  never  witnessed  in  a  meeting  that  I  attended* 

therefore  am  unable  to  say  what  course  would  be  pursued  in  a  case  of 

hmt  kind;  but  I  give  it  as  my  opinion,  that  it  would  not  be  according  to 

lie  order  of  society  to  have  such  persons  present. 

Q.     Would  it  not  be  contrary  to  the  usage  of  the  society? 

A.  With  regard  to  usage,  as  I  said  before,  I  never  witnessed  such  a 
:a8e,  and  therefore  can  say  but  little  as  to  the  usage.  I  believe,  how- 
sver,  that  instances  have  occurred  where  such  persons  have  refused  to 
irithdrawy  and  they  have  been  taken  out  of  the  meeUng;  but  I  never 
cnew,  I  think,  an  instance  of  a  meeting  adjourning,  neither  did  I  ever 
lear  of  such  an  instance,  until  very  lately,  because  of  the  presence  of 
mch  persons. 

Q.  If  the  discipline  discountenances  the  attendance  of  such  persons 
It  m  meeting  for  discipline,  would  not  a  meeting  that  suffered  them  to 
it  whilst  proceeding  with  its  business,  thereby  sanction  a  violation  of 
hat  discipline? 

A.  Inasmuch  as  there. is  no  discipline  directing  how  a  meeting  shall 
proceed  in  a  case  of  that  kind,  if  a  meeting  were  so  to  act  as  named  in 
Jie  question^  I  do  not  conceive  that  it  would  violate  the  discipline,  as 
regarded  the  meeting ;  but  the  individual  who  thus  intruded  himself, 
iot  being  a  member,  would  act  in  violation  of  the  discipline. 

Q.',Does  not  the  discipline  say  that  persons  under  dealing  or  disowned, 
ire  not  to  be  permitted  to  sit  in  meetings  for  discipline? 

A.  If  the  discipline  does  so  state,  it  is  worded  somewhat  differently 
Erom  what  was  my  recollection  or  apprehension  of  that  part  of  it. 

The  discipline,  [Exhibit  No.  ]  3,]  is  shown  the  witness — when  he 
lays:  on  a  reference  to  the  discipline,  I  find  that  such  is  the  language 
wUch  it  holds;  and  should,  therefore,  in  answer  to  the  question  pre- 
rioosly  put,  be  of  the  mind,  that  meetings  for  discipline  could  not  sanc- 
doii  the  continuance  of  persons  in  that  situation. 

Q.  If  a  large  number  of  such  persons  were  present,  who,  after  they 
were  requested  to  withdraw,  still  persisted  in  remaining,  would  it  be 
moat  consistent  with  the  pacific  principles  of  Friends  to  remove  them 
by  force,  or  for  the  meeting  to  adjourn  to  a  time  and  place,  where  it 
would  be  select? 

A.  I  think  where  proper  labour  had  been  taken,  by  naming  individuals 
who  have  no  right  to  a  seat,  and  requesting  them  to  withdraw,  if  they 
could  not  be  prevailed  upon  to  do  so,  in  such  cases  as  are  mentioned  in 
tiie  question,  I  should  think  it  most  in  accordance  with  the  pacific  prin* 
dples  of  the  society  to  adjourn  the  meeting. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  ten  o'clock. 

Wednesday  morning,  16th,  1831,  ten  o'clock.  Cross-examination  of 
Charles  Stokes  continued.    Present  as  before. 
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Qnestion*  You  have  stated  that  you  attended  Burlington  Quarter 
Meeting  at  the  time  of  the  separation ;  was  that  meeting  regularly  co; 
stituted,  and  opened  by  the  clerk,  as  usual? 

Witness.  I  would  ask  the  counsel  what  is  meant  by  being  regular] 
constituted? 

Counsel.  Were  not  all  its  Monthly  Meetings  represented  in  it? 

Witness.  I  am  inclined  to  think,  that  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meetioj 
was  not  represented.     It  was  opened  in  the  usual  manner,  I  believe, 
hare  no  distinct  recollection  whether  there  was  any  exceptioni  but  Moofl 
Holly  Monthly  Meeting;  but  I  suppose  all  the  others  were  represented 

Q.  Were  there  not  a  number  of  Friends  there,  purporting  to  be  a  re 
presentation  from  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting? 

A.  My  recollection  does  not  enable  me  to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  Who  was  the  clerk  of  that  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  how  long  hid 
he  acted  in  that  station? 

A.  John  Gummere  was  the  clerk — I  do  not  remember  the  length  ol 
time  that  he  had  served  in  that  station,  but  I  think  for  several  yeani 
perhaps  three  or  four. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Fifthomontki 
1837? 

A.  I  did. 

Q*  Did  that  Quarterly  Meeting  receive  and  recognise  by  minute,  ^ 
extracts  from  the  minutes  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Philadelphii) 
in  Fourth-month  previous,  and  also  the  committee  appointed  byittt 
visit  the  subordinate  meetings,  and  who  were  then  in  attendance? 

A.  As  regards  the  extracts  spoken  of,  I  have  no  distinct  recollectioD; 
but  suppose  it  was  the  case:  with  regard  to  the  committee  alluded  to^ I 
think  they  were  recognised  by  a  minute  made  by  the  clerk. 

Q.  Was  there  any  objection  made  to  recognising  the  committee? 

A.  In  the  appointment  of  representatives  to  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting 
in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  held  in  Second-month  preceding,  the  thing 
was  so  managed,  as  to  have,  I  believe,  none  appointed  to  attend  the  Yearlj 
Meeting  except  those  who  were  considered  on  the  Orthodox  side  of  the 
question:  and  as  the  Quarterly  Meeting  held  in  Fifth-month  could  deriif 
no  official  information  with  regard  to  the  character  of  the  Yearly  Meeting 
which  they  had  been  appointed  to  attend,  except  through  them;  and  is* 
asmuch  as  they  made  no  report  to  the  Quarter  in  Fifth-month,  by  which 
the  Quarterly  Meeting  became  informed,  the  meeting  had  no  means  of 
knowing  the  character  of  that  Yearly  Meeting,  and  of  the  disorderly  and 
arbitrary  manner  in  which  said  committee  had  been  appointed;  conse* 
quently,  it  was  natural  to  presume  that  the  proceedings  of  that  Ycarif 
Meeting  had  been  in  the  regular  order  of  society.  It  would,  therefore 
have  been  ill-advised  under  such  circumstances,  to  make  any  objection' 
"  Q.  Was  there  then  any  objection  made? 

A.  I  think  there  was  none  expressed. 

Q.  I  wish  the  witness  to  explain  what  he  means  by  saying  that  "thing* 
were  so  managed"  that  only  representatives  of  a  particular  characwr 
were  appointed  to  represent  Burlington  Quarter,  in  the  Yearly  MeelttJ 
held  in  Philadelphia  in  Fourth-month,  1827? 

A.  It  is  difficult  for  me  to  give  an  answer  which  will  convey  a  clear 
understanding,  with  regard  to  that  appointment.  I  think,  however,  that 
individuals  were  named  to  attend  that  Yearly  Meeting,  who  were  under- 
stood to  disapprove  of  the  arbitrary  proceedings  of  certain  ciders  la 
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iladelphia)  whose  names  were  not  taken  by  the  clerk.  I  am  not  about 
say,  that  the  clerk  desigpiedly  omitted  to  take  those  names,  for  I  had 
liered  him  to  be  an  honourable  man,  and  disposed  to  act  with  pro- 
iety;  but  such,  I  think,  was  the  fact.  And  afterwards,  in  a  conversa- 
»n  upon  the  subject,  he  gave  as  a  reason  why  those  names  were  not 
ten  by  him,  that  he  was  under  a  degree  of  embarrassment,  occasioned 
the  nominations  having  been  so  rapidly  made. 
Q.  If  you  did  not  suppose  this  omission  to  have  been  designed^  does 
e  conduct  of  the  clerk  upon  that  occasion  deserve  to  be  stigmatized  as 
monagementp*' 

A.  The  qualification  made  in  my  last  answer,  I  think,  was  not  calcu- 
ted  to  place  any  stigma  upon  the  clerk.  But  when  the  appointment  of 
presentatives  was  befare  the  meeting,  and  names  which  had  been  men- 
Micd,  but  not  taken  by  the  clerk,  as  I  have  before  stated,  some  repeated 
rice,  4nd  the  meeting  perhaps  reminded  the  third  time  that  such  names 
id  been  mentioned,  some  of  those  who  had  been  influential  men  in  that 
lotrterly  Meeting,  made  objections  to  anymore  names  being  taken  than 
hat  the  clerk  already  had ;  and  as  it  was  thought  to  be  in  vain  to  urge 
le  matter  any  further,  the  subject  thus  rested.  This,  perhaps,  may  be 
sufficient  explanation  of  what  I  meant  by  *^  management.** 
Q.  You  have  said  that  some  influential  Friends  objected  to  the  re* 
^f  ing  of  more  names ;  had  not  the  clerk  at  that  time  as  many,  or  more, 
unes  than  Burlington  Quarter  had  usually  appointed  as  representatives 
I  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  As  there  was  no  speciflc  number  assigned  to  Burlington  Quarterly 
[ceting  by  the  discipline,  and  as  I  do  not  recollect  how  many  had  been 
ipointed  on  former  occasions,  or  how  many  were  appointed  at  that 
me,  I  am  not  able  to  answer  that  question.  But  I  believe  that  Bur- 
Bgton  Quarterly  Meeting  had  not  been  in  the  habit,  neither  before  nor 
;tliat  time,  of  appointing  as  many  representatives  as  were  thought  to 
!  their  due  proportion,  according  to  the  appointments  made  i>y  most 
^the  other  Quarterly  Meetings. 

Q.  Were  not  Joseph  Abbott  and  Thomas  C.  Sterling,  appointed  that 
!ir  as  representatives  from  Burlington  Quarter  to  the  Yearly  Meeting? 
A.  I  now  think,  since  those  names  are  mentioned,  that  Thomas  C. 
terling  was;  but  did  not  recollect  it  when  I  spoke  of  the  appointment 
'the  representatives. 

Q.  Have  you  no  recollection  as  to  Joseph  Abbott? 
A.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Qi  Were  not  Joseph  Abbott  and  Thomas  C.  Sterling  known  to  be  of 
itr  pafty,  and  are  they  not  now  among  those  whom  you  call  Friends? 
A.  If  the  counsel  had  put  the  first  part  of  his  question  in  the  language 
liich  I  made  use  of,  when  I  spoke  ot  those  whose  names  were  not  taken 
the  clerk,  I  could  more  readily  answer  the  question:  with  regard  to 
e  latter  part,  Thomas  C.  Sterling  is  a  member  with  Friends:  Joseph 
Aott  I  am  not  acquainted  with,  and  therefore  cannot  answer  with  re- 
rd  to  him*  In  regard  to  the  first  branch  of  the  question,  I  am  willing 
lay  further,  that  Thomas  C.  Sterling  was  considered  of  those  who 
approved  of  the  proceedings  of  the  elders,  &c.  before  alluded  to. 
[}•  It  not  William  Black,  who  was  also  a  representative  from  Bur- 
glon  Quarter  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  that  year,  among  those  whom  you 
1  Friends? 
k*  At  the  present  time  he  is :  but  at  the  separatiofa  which  took  place 
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* 

in  tlie  Monthly  Meedn^^  of  which  he  it  a  memberi  and  for  tona  dns 
afteTf  I  think  he  wai  with  the  Orthodox  part. 

Q.  Did  not  a  considerable  number  of  the  members  of  BarUaetoii  Qov- 
tOTf  who  were  fayourable  to  your  yiewa,  attend  the  Yearly  Mccitiag  u 
i837|  and  witneas  the  proceedings  of  the  meeting? 

A.  The  term  **  considerable  number,'*  is  to  my  mind  Tery  indrfirilK 
there  were  a  number  of  Friends  who  did  attendf  I  belicYet  of  the  ds- 
scription  alluded  to|  but  how  many,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  the  sevend  meetings  constitudng  Burlington  Quartnv  nin 
th^  proportions  of  the  money  called  for  by  those  extracts  of  the  Tcsr^ 
Meeting  of  1837,  and  pay  it  to  the  treasurer  of  the  Yearly  Meedng? 

A.  That  is  a  question  which  I  haye  not  the  means  of  certainly  answmB|| 
but  I  think  it  probable  that  they  did  do  so:  fori^  if  I  recollect  righ^  m 
money  was  ordered  to  be  raised  at  that  Yearly  Meeting,  except  asamsp 
three  thousand  dollars,  to  aid  our  Friends  of  one  of  the  southern  Yeidr 
Meetings  to  remove  certain  persons  of  colour*  As  this  was  an  act « 
humanity,  or  so  considered,  I  believe,  that  Friends  generally  were.iA 
ing  to  pardcipate  in  it« 

Q.  How  many  Monthly  Meetings  constituted  Burlington  Quartnlf 
Meeting  at  that  time  i   ' 

A.  Five,! think. 

Q.  Did  the  committee,  appointed  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  Foiitkp 
month,  1827,  attend  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Burlington  in  EigU- 
month,  1837,  and  was  there  any  objection  then  made  to  their  ittail* 
ance? 

A  I  beliere  there  were  some  Friends  at  that  Quarterly^  Meeting  vht 
were  said  to  be  of  the  committee  appointed  by  a  party  in  that.isii^ 
Meeting.  And  as  members  of  society,  generally,  are  understood  to  ban 
rights  to  sit  in  our  meetings  for  discipline,  there  was  no  objectios  of 
course  made  to  them, 

Q.  By  whom  was  it  said  that  that  committee  were  appointed  hj  t 
party  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  ? 

A.  It  was  generally  so  said  by  those  who  are  now  on  the  side,  of 
Friends,  who  were  present  at  the  appointment  of  that  committee,  uttf 
as  I  have  understood,  I  think.    It  was  also  stated  in  a  report  made  bfi 
I  think,  fifteen  of  the  representatives,  who  had  been  appointed  by  Abis|* 
ton  Quarterly  Meeting  to  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting;  and  also  bytweitf 
of  the  twenty-four  representatives  appointed  by  Bucks  Quarterly  Mee^ 
ing  to  attend  that  Yearly  Meeting;  that  this  committee  was  not  qipMB^ 
ed  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  but  in  very  great  disorder,  by  a  party  in  thil 
Yearly  Meeting.     And,  I  think,  in  both  cases,  they  recommended  thtf 
those  Friends,  who  claimed  to  be  said  committee,  should  not  be  recof^ 
nised  as  a  committee.     And  when  they  offered  themselves  in  those  necfr 
ings,  and  in  one  in  particular,  that  of  Abington,  and  asked  to  be  KCO|- 
nised  on  the  minutes  of  said  meeting,  as  was  stated  by  one  of  tbev 
number,  in  order  that  they  might  be  incorporated  with  the  Qnsrteib 
Meeting,  so  as  to  enable  them  ^^  to  aid  and  assist  it  with  their  couaieL 
both  meetings  refused  so  to  recognise  them;  but  considered  themowf 
as  members  of  society.     I  might  also  add,  that  one  or  more  of  the  i^ 
presentatives  from  Abington  Quarterly  Meeting,  who  did  not  sign  the 
report  before  alluded  to,  expressed  concurrence  with  it  in  the  Quarteilf 
Meeting. 

Q.  Was  it  objected  in  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  held  in  Eighth- 
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»  1827}  that  this  committee  was  appointed  by  vl  pariy  in  the  Yearly 

ig?  ^  ^     • 

have  no  recollection  of  any  thing  being  said  upon  the  subject, 
of  the  committee's  appointment,  or  of  their  being  in  attendance. 
Vere  they  not  the  same  persons  who  had  attended  the  Quarterly 
g  in  Fifth'month  of  the  same  year,  and  were  then  received  and 
d  as  the  committee  of  the  Yearly  MeetiAg  ? 
!*here  might  have  been  many  of  the  same  persons  in  attendance, 
as  members  of  the  society-^aild  they  might  also,  for  any  thing  I 
liave  considered  themselves  as  acting  under  that  appointment; 
ecollect  no  expression  to  that  amount  being  made.  * 
Vere  the  representatives,  of  whom  you  have  spoken,  as  making 
eports  to  Abington  and  Bucks  Quarters,  persons  whom  you  call 
I — ^I  mean  as  contradistinguished  from   those  you  call  Ortho- 

!*hat  question  I  am  unable  to  answer  with  regard  to  them  all,  or 

with  the  exception  of  but  very  few— some  I  believe  were. 

)o  you  know  of  any  of  those,  whom  you  call  Orthodox,  having 

"ed  in  those  reports  ? 

have  no  knowledge  upon  that  subject,  I  think. 

t  the  Quarterly  Meeting  at  which  the  separation  took  place,  were 

ot  a  number  of  persons  present  from  other  Quarterly  Meetings, 

ire  stated  to  be  under  dealing,  or  disowned  ? 

t  was  so  alleged,  that  there  was  one  or  more  such  present*— 4)ut 

on  of  that  description  was  named. 

>id  not  several  of  the  members  of  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting 

it,  that  there  were  persons  present  whom  they  knew  to  be  in  that 

n,  and  whose  names  they  could  mention,  if  necessary? 

have  no  recollection  of  any  such  circumstance ;  but  I  i^  inclined 

,  that  but  very  few  of  the  members  of  that  Quarterly  Meeting  made 

lent  that  there  were  any  such  present.     And  as  regards  naming 

necessary,  I  think  that  that  could  not  have  been  so,  because' those 
>posed  such  persons  were  in  the  meeting,  were  requested  to  name 
'hich  was  not  done. 

iTere  not  the  perspns,  who  alleged  in  the  meeting  upon  that  occa- 
at  there  were  persons  present  in  it,  under  dealing,  or  disowned, 
,  of  respectable  character  for  veracity,  and  who  had  long-  been 
its  most  useful  and  active  members? 
do  not  now  recollect  who  the  persons  were  that  made  this  alle- 

but  I  think  it  was  confined  to  a  very  few,  and  who,  I  httve  no 
rere  worthy  men,  and  men  of  veracity,  and  who  had  been  active, 
haps  useful  in  the  society;  and  who  perhaps,  upon  most  matters, 
lected  with  the  difficulties  in  society,  would  be  entitled  to  full 

But  in  this  matter,  the  meeting  did  not  appear  to  agree  with 
sentiment. 

id  not  those  who  were  in  favour  of  an  adjournment,  and  who  left 
le  in  conformity  to  the  minute  to  that  effect,  appear  to  be  satis- 

there  were  persons  present  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  that  were 
nder  dealing,  or  disowned  ? 

ich  evidence  was  not  afforded  by  any  act,  with  the  exception  of 
'  few,  except  the  circumstance  of  their  leaving  the  house  might 
dered  as  such. 
II.— 28 
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Q.  W«8  not  the  allcgalion  that  aiich  persons  were  present^  the  {rotiA 

of  proposing  the  adjournment? 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  ostensible  ground. 

Q.  Did  not  many  of  the  members  leave  the  meeting  with  the  cteAf  «■ 
the  minute  of  adjournment  being  read? 

A.  Yea-— there  were  a  considerable  number. 

Q,  Was  it  not  generally  known  that  Green  street  Bfonthly  Meedag 
had  been  laid  down  by  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting,  previous  to  tkat 
time? 

A.  It  was  generally  known,  I  presume,  that  Philadelphia  QMrteriy 
Meeting,  or  that  a  certain  party  in  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meedng,  had 
pretended  to  lay  down  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting;  but  it  wu  aba 
much  more  generally  known  that  the  attempt  had  entirely  failedf  asd  that 
Green  street  Monthly  Meeting  was  in  full  operadon,  caring  for  itsania- 
bersy  and  protecting  their  rights. 

Q.  Is  there  any  rule  of  discipline  which  gives  one  Quarterly  Meelh| 
a  right  to  pronounce  upon  the  validity  of  the  proceedings  of  aaote 
Quarter?  * 

A.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  such  discipline. 

Q.  Was  not  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Eleventh-month,  Ittf, 
%  constituent  branch  of,  and  subordinate  to,  the  Yearly  Meetlag  cf 
Friends  of  Philadelphia  held  in  Fourth-month  of  that  year? 

A.  Yes|  subordinate  in  the  discipline. 

Q.  Yott  state  that  since  the  separation  you  have  attended  BnribaM 
Quarter,  and  that  it  has  been  regularly  held  since  that  time;  of  how 
many  Monthly  Meetings  does  the  meeting  you  allude  to  coSMdsty  od 
what  are  they? 

A.  There  have  been  but  four  Monthly  Meetings  represented  In  Ba^ 
lington  Quarterly  Meeting  since  the  separation ;  and  they  consist  of  B•^ 
lington,  Chesterfield,  Upper  Springfield,  and  Mount  Holly.  Little  'Bw 
Harbour  Monthly  Meeting  not  having  sent  representatives,  since  tke 
separation:  but  a  number  of  their  members  have  attached  themselvci,or 
have  become  attached  to  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting.  It  might  tog 
perhaps,  be  amiss  to  state,  with  regard  to  Little  Egg-Harbour  Monthly 
Meeting,  that  a  considerable  number  of  their  members  are  not  satirfrf 
with  the  proceedings  of  their  Orthodox  Friends,  but  as  the  Mootkir 
Meeting,  when  altogether,  is  but  small,  they  think  it  most  prudent  ton> 
main  as  they  are. 

Q.  Have  not  those  whom  you  call  Friends  in  one  of  the  Monthly  Hcil- 
ings,  attempted  to  separate  themselves  from  Burlington  Quarter,  nl 
join  themselves  to  Bucks  Quarter,  in  Pennsylvania? 

A.  In  consequence  of  some  very  high-handed  measures  taken  n  the 
Quarterly  Meeting,  by  a  party  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  which  hsdthe 
rule,  towards  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  that  Monthly  Meetinr coi* 
ceived  that  it  could  no  longer  be  of  any  service  to  the  Quarterly  Mee^ 
ing;  and  from  the  disposition  manifested  by  the  party  before  mentioirf 
towards  them,  they  apprehended  they  should  derive  but  very  little  beas* 
fit  from  their  connexion  with  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  concluded  Sfr 
cording  to  what  they  apprehended  to  be  their  legitimate  rights  and  pit 
yileges,  had  been  attempted  to  be  invaded,  by  the  party  aforesaid,  tbit 
It  behooved  them  to  seek  for  a  connexion  where  they  might  be  treated 
more  as  brethren  having  equal  rights;  accordingly  they  made  applies- 
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were  received  as  a  component  branch  of  Bucks  Quarterly 

en  did  this  circumstance  take  place? 

not  recollect  as  to  the  date:  but  I  think  it  was  some  time  in 
:  of  the  year  1837. 

lere  any  rule  of  discipline  authorizing  such  a  procedure? 
ink  there  is  no  rule  of  discipline  in  the  case,  either  for  or 

ot  a  Monthly  Meeting  declared  by  the  discipline^  to  be  subor- 

l  accountable  to  its  Quarterly  Meeting? 

re  is  a  rule  of  discipline  to  that  e£fect:  but  I  should  think,  that 

losed  that  the  Quarterly  Meeting  should  be  subordinate  to  the 

• 

0  is  to  be  the  judge,  whether  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  its  pro- 
las  been  subordinate  to  the  discipline  or  not? 

t  is  a  question  which  in  the  regular  order  of  society,  and  when 
line  is  administered  for  the  benefit  of  society,  and  not  to  sub- 
views  of  a  party  in  it,  might,  as  I  apprehend,  be  safely  refer- 
Yearly  Meeting. 

[noowJ 

consistent  with  the  subordination  and  responsibility  of  meet- 
rescribed  by  the  discipline,  or  with  the  usages  of  the  Society 
\f  for  a  Monthly  Meeting  to  dissolve  its  connexion  with  its 
Meeting  without  its  consent,  and  attach  itself  to  another? 
en  we  speak  of  the  exercise  of  the  discipline  and  the  usages  of 

1  was  contemplated  at  the  time  of  the  formation  of  the  disci- 
suppose  a  state  wherein  the  society  acted  in  harmony,  and  not 
erein  a  party  in  the  society,  or  a  minority  in  the  society,  bad 
»  control  the  proceedings  thereof,  contrary  to  the  judgment  of 
part.  In  such  a  state  of  society,  I  apprehend,  that  such  a 
t>e  taken  by  a  Monthly  Meeting  would  not  be  in  accordance 
sage  of  society,  although  I  belheve  the  discipline  is  silent  upon 
:t.  Such  a  state  did  not,  however,  exist  at  the  time  alluded  to, 
rectly  the  contrary.  What  had  been  considered  the  usage  oi 
erefore,  when  the  society  harmonized,  could  be  entitled  to  but 
I  to  application  at  a  period  when  the  society  was  convulsed  in 
r  it  was  in  the  year  1837. 

Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  ask  or  obtain  the  consent  of 
I  Quarter,  to  the  proposed  disjunction  from  it,  and  union  with 
arter? 

n  the  manner  in  which  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  had 
ed  by  the  ruling  part  of  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  I  sup- 
Lhey  apprehended  but  very  little  benefit  would  arise  from  an 
n  of  any  kind  to  that  Quarterly  Meeting.  They  therefore  came 
elusion  to  dissolve  the  connexion,  without  such  application; 
bed  the  Quarterly  Meeting  with  a  copy  of  a  minute  of  said 
ieeting,  expressive  of  such  act.  This  minute  was  offered  in 
:rly  Meeting  by  the  clerk  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  he  at  the 
informing  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  the  nature  of  its  contents, 
i:  party  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  having  the  clerk  on  their 
refused  to  permit  this  ofiicial  document  of  the  Monthly  Meet- 
*ead  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting;  but  gave  the  sanction  of  autho- 
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rity  to  the  statement  of  an  individual  member  of  that  Monthly  Me 
rather  than  to  the  official  statement  of  the  meeting  itself;  and  if  any ' 
further  was  necessary,  more  clearly  to  evidence  the  disrespect 
which  that  Monthly  Meeting  was  treated,  a  statement  of  a  few  in 
duals,  members  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  perhaps  fifteen  or  sixte 
number,  wherein  they  compluned  of  the  act  of  Mount  Holly  Mo: 
Meeting,  in  dissolving  the  connexion  as  aforesaid,  and  perhaps  for  i 
other  reasons  also,  was  read  in  the  meeting. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Quarterly  Meeting  refuse  to  hear  that  minute  i 
because  the  act  which  the  clerk  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meetini 
Glared  it  recorded,  was  a  violation  of  the  usage  and  discipline  ol 
society? 

A.  I  think  that  reasons  of  that  character  were  given  by  a  par 
that  meeting,  but  which  were,  however,  considered  by  many  Friem 
entirely  insufficient,  inasmuch  as  it  was  thought  the  Quarterly  Me« 
had  no  right  to  know  what  the  minute  recorded,  only  from  the  mi 
itself:  and  that  to  act  otherwise,  was  to  treat  that  Monthly  M« 
with  improper  disrespect,  and  was  a  strong  evidence,  that  the  Moi 
Meeting  had  cause  to  lose  its  confidence  in  the  Quarterly  Meetings 

Q.  Was  it  not  officially  known  to  the  Burlington  Quarterly  Mee 
that  the  person  who  announced  to  it  the  purport  of  that  minute, wa 
clerk  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting? 

A.  The  party  that  I  have  before  mentioned,  in  that  Quarterly  Mee 
I  think,  excluded  the  only  evidence  of  that  fact,  by  refusing  to  havi 
minute  before  alluded  to  read. 

Q.  Are  not  reports-  of  the  respective  Monthly  Meetings  to  t 
Quarterly  Meeting,  presented  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  every  t 
months,  signed  by  their  clerks? 

A.  That  is  the  custom  of  the  society;  but  at  this  Quarterly  Mee 
I  think  no  such  reports  had  been  forwarded  by  Mount  Holly  Moi 
Meeting. 

*  Q.  You  have  stated,  that  the  same  Quarterly  Meeting  did  receive 
read  a  protest  from  a  number  of  the  members  of  Mount  Holly  Moi 
Meeting,  against  dissolving  its  connexion  with  Burlington  Quarte 
part  of  the  members  of  that  Monthly  Meeting  did  then  object  t 
proceedings,  as  contrary  to  the  discipline,  and  declined  being  consid 
members  of  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  This  protest  of  which  the  counsel  speaks,  it  was  very  well  ui 
stood,  and,  I  expect,  could  be  substantiated  if  necessary,  was  draw 
by  a  person  not  a  member  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  but 
who  had  taken  a  very  strong  side  with  the  ruling  party  in  the  Quar 
Meeting,  and  was  taken  to  Mount  Holly,  and  very  considerable  | 
taken  to  induce  all  that  could  be  prevailed  upon,  by  means  pf  thati 
encc,  to  sign  this  paper:  a  number  of  which,  who  are  the  signers,] 
prehend,  had  previously  formed  but  very  indistinct  ideas  of  the  p 
sions  of  the  discipline  or  the  usages  of  society  in  that  respect.  ^ 
neither  one  of  whom,  of  all  the  signers  of  that  paper,  do  I  apprel 
that  the  idea  of  forwarding  such  a  paper  would  have  originated 
might,  however,  be  considered,  that  they  did  mtchaniccUly  dissent! 
the  conclusion  of  that  Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Did  they  ever  become  members  of  Bucks  Quarter? 

A.  That  is  a  question  about  which  I  have  no  knowledge. 
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Q.  Did  they  not  express  a  wish  to  continue  members  of  Burlington 

Quarter? 

A.«I  presume  the  paper  alluded  to,  contains  such  expressions. 

Q.  Was  there  no  objection  made  to  the  proposition  when  it  was  before 

the  Monthly  Meeting? 

'-    A.  I  believe  I  was  not  at  that  Monthly  Meeting;  or  if  I  was,  I  have 
.  BO  diitinet  recollection  of  any  opposition. 
I      Q.  You  have  spoken  of  the  course  pursued  by  Burlington  Quarterly 

Meeting  towards  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  as  disrespectful:  if 
respect  was  due  from  the  Quarterly  to  the  Monthly  Meeting,  was  there 
Bot  also  so  much  deference  and  respect  due  from  the  Monthly  Meeting 
to  its  superior  meeting,  as  to  induce  it  to  ask  its  consent  to  so  important 
t  measure  as  contemplated  disjunction? 

A.  The  omission  to  pay  this  respect  by  the  Monthly  to  the  Quarterly 
MceUng,  is  sufficiently  accounted  for,  by  the  relation  in  which  the  meet- 
ings stood  to  each  other,  or  a  party  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  to  the 
Mosnt  Holly  Monthly  Meeting:  this,  together  with  an  answer  to  a  fore- 
going question,  will  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  present 
•  Q.  Previously  to  the  attempt  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  to 
leptrate  itself  from  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  had  the  latter  meet- 
ing taken  any  other  measure  in  relation  to  that  Monthly  Meeting,  than 

.  to  appoint  a  committee  to  examine  into  its  proceedings? 

A.  It  now  becomes  necessary  for  me  to  speak  of  a  matter  which  I 
would  gladly  have  avoided;  inasmuch  as  circumstances  are  connected 
with  itf  wherein  I  was  personally  concerned.  But  it  becomes  necessary 
to  go  a  little  further  back,  in  order  to  a  clear  understanding  of  the  case. 
In  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Burlington,  held  in  Second-month,  1827, 
t  member  of  the  meeting  for  ministers  and  elders,  and  one,  also,  who 
Wtt  considered  as  uniting  with  the  proceedings  that  grew  out  of  the  un- 
hwfal  combination  of  elders  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  represented  to 
the  general  Quarterly  Meeting,  that  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  had 
ncted  contrary  to  the  discipline,  by  the  granting  of  a  certificate  of  re- 
niOYsl  to  a  person  in  the  station  of  a  minister,  who  was  under  the  care 
of  the  select  meeting;  and  that  they  had  also  released  two  persons,  mem- 
bers of  that  meeting,  from  the  station  of  elders  in  it.  The  subject  thus 
introduced  into  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  it  was  thought  by  some  of  the 
members,  who  were  also  of  the  select  meeting,  that  as  the  Quarterly 
Vceting  had  no  official  knowledge  of  the  fact,  it  would  be  proper  to 
ippoint  a  committee  to  inquire,  and  report  to  a  future  Quarterly  Meet- 
hg.  It  very  soon  occurred  to  my  mind,  that  as  this  was  to  be  a  com- 
mittee of  inquiry,  that  it  ought  to  be  an  impartial  and  disinterested  one. 
Iwuted,  however,  without  saying  any  thing,  until  one  person,  and  who 
WIS  also  a  member  of  the  select  meeting,  was  named  to  be  on  the 
committee,— -when  I  arose  and  stated  to  the  meeting,  that  according 
to  my  understanding  of  the  nature  of  the  committee  about  to  be  ap- 

E tinted,  it  was  to  be  a  committee  of  inquiry,  and  also,  that  **  Mount 
oily  Monthly  Meeting,  and  the  select  Quarterly  Meeting,  were  in  this 
esse  as  parties  at  issue" — that  my  view  of  the  subject  was,  that  we 
^uld  endeavour  to  have  a  disinterested  committee,  and  that  the  mem- 
ben  neither  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  nor  of  the  meeting  for 
ministers  and  elders,'or  select  meeting,  should  be  appointed  on  it.  The 
^^w  thus  taken,  has,  from  that  time  to  the  present,  appeared  to  me  so 
'^tlonal,  and  one  so  much  calculated  to  obtain  the  approbation  of  the 
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meeting.  RTxl  pcrbapa  fcarrul  lest  auch  an  eCTcct  might  lie  produced,  k. 
was  thought  the  shortest  way,  and  the  most  efTcctual  to  prevent  It,  wn 
to  treat  the  propositioD  with  great  severity;  for  1  had  no  sooner  Juliet 
my  aeat  ihan  a  very  conspicuous  member  of  that  Quarterly  Mceiinb 
and  one,  who,  in  every  respect,  except  in  matters  connected   wjih  tlu% 
controversy,  1   highly  esteem,  replied  to  the  propoBilion  with  all  th«^ 
sarcastic  severity  for  which  he  was  so  eminently  qualified,  and  in  whi^ 
he  was  enabled  to  succeed  the  more  powerfully,  because  of  the  manner  il 
vhich  he  misrepresented  my  proposition,  by  stating  to  the  meettogthaf 
mine  was  an  attempt  to  introduce  into  that  Quarterly  Meeting  the  cob 
troversy  which  had  then  been  going  on  between  ihe  two  parties  In  th^ 
society  elsewhere.     So  that  time,  according  to  the  best  of  my  rccoUee* 
tion,  and  neither  to  the  present  time,  [with  the  exception  of  one  inilau^ 
which  I  have  mentioned  in  my  examination  in  chief,  as  having  uktu 
place  In  the  Yearly  Meeting,)  I  think  1  have  never  witnessed  such  m>. 
verity,  and  unkindness,  and  unjustifiabla  rebuke,  on  any  occasion.   Wbilt 
I  was  writhing  under  the  injustice  thus  done  me,  and  my  feelings  wottdfr 
ed  in  a  manner  which  I  have  not  terms  to  express,  I  again  rose  to  c]citi 
myself  of  the  odium  thus  attempted  lo  be  thrown  upon  me;  and  while  T 
was  in  the  act  of  explaining  to  the  meeting,  that  it  was  not  the  "  twa 
g-real  parties"  which  prevailed  in  the  society  to  which  I  was  alludiogi, 
but  only  that  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  and  the  select  QQarterl^ 
Meeting,  were  as  "  parties  at  issue"  in  this  case — a  Friend  who  occs- 
picd  one  of  the  upper  seats  in  the  meeting  told  me  that  I  had  belter  sit 
down.     The  coast  thus  cleared,  it  was  an  easy  matter  to  proceed  wi(h 
the  appointment,  inasmuch  as  it  was  not  very  probable,  after  the  mift- 
ner  in  which  1  had  been  treated,  that  any  other  person  would  have  hardi- 
hood enough  to  make  any  remarks,  contrary  to  the  views  of  the  mem' 
bers  of  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  ciders.  Accordingly  the  nomiDiuoB 
of  the  committee  went  on,  all  of  whom,  wiih  the  exception  of  two,  I 
think,  were  members  of  the  select  meeting.     This  committee  atiendcd 
Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  and  asked  of  that  meeting  to  appoint  a 
committee  to  give  them  information  upon  the  subject  of  their  appoint- 
menL     That  meeting,  however,  were  not  willing  to  entrust  anv  of  iu 
members  with  an  expression  of  the  views  of  the  meeting,  or  judgment 
of  the  meeting,  further  than  was  contained  in  the  minutes  of  the  m«l- 
ing,  and  declined  appointing  any  committee,  but  furnished  the  commit- 
tee in  attendance  with  the  minutes  of  that  meeting.     The  committee, 
from  information  which  they  obtained  from  the  minutes,  and  also  from 
statements  made  by  those  who  were  complainants,  1  think,  drew  up  ■ 
report,  which  was  presented  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  Fifth-month  tt 
the  same  year.     In  this  report  it  was  stated,  if  my  recollection  aePWI 
me  rightly,  that  the  acts  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  in  the  caMt 
introduced  into  the  Quarterly  Meeting  preceding,  were  contrary  to  tlic 
discipline,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  annulled.     The  qucsiion  now  arote 
in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  reporL     MsBf 
Friends  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  requcsled,  or  wished,  that  the  comioi^ 
tee,  or  those  who  advocated  the  report,  would  point  out  the  disciptia* 
which  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  had  violated,  in   order  that  il 
might  be  read.     This  was  objected  to,  as  being  unnecessary,  that  I,- 
discipline  was,  as  they  apprehended,  clear.     It  was  then  again  reqnctU 
inasmuch  as  many  Friends  seemed  to  doubt  there  being  any  such  dL- 
ctpline,  that  if  there  was  any  such,  it  might  iie  pointed  out  and  rud^ 
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at  perhaps  it  might  produce  conviction  on  every  mind.  But  there 
)pearcd  to  be  a  determination  in  the  meeting,  or  in  a  party  in  the  meet- 
g,  not  to  suffer  the  discipline  to  be  read.  This  party  which  I  now  speak 
',  consisted  of  those  who  are  now  termed  the  Orthodox  party.  The 
sxt  request,  I  think,  that  was  made,  was,  that  a  committee  might  be 
ppointed  to  take  the  report  then  under  consideration  in  connexion  with 
lie  discipline  of  the  society,  and  compare  them,  and  report  to  a  future 
leeting,  whether  such  a  report  which  declared  the  proceedings  of 
fount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  as  contrary  to  the  discipline,  was  war- 
lated  by  it.  This  proposition,  however,  was  opposed  by  the  party 
cfore  alluded  to,  although  desired  by  many  Friends.  A  proposition 
ru  then  made  to  postpone  any  further  consideration  of  the  subject  un- 
U  the  next  Quarterly  Meeting,  in  order  that  the  members  might  have 
n  opportunity,  individually,  to  examine  the  discipline  for  themselves, 
ttitwas  not  permitted  to  be  read  in  the  meeting.  This  proposition 
iho  met  with  the  same  fate  as  the  former  had  done — when  the  clerk 
tad  a  minute,  purporting  to  adopt  the  report  of  the  committee;  when 
bert  was,  if  I  recollect  right,  considerably  more  expression  in  opposi- 
ion  than  in  favour  of  the  measure.  There  is  one  other  act  which  it 
ntynot  be  amiss  to  mention,  as  making  a  more  full  answer  to  the  ques- 
ioD,or  oihiision  perhaps  I  had  better  call  it.  In  the  Quarterly  Meeting 
f  Second-month,  1827,  there  were  no  names  of  representatives  members 
'f  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  taken  on  to  the  reports  forwarded  to 
be  Yearly  Meeting,  although  several  names  were  given  in  for  that  ser- 
ice.  These  acts,  in  the  apprehension  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meet- 
ly;, afforded  sufficient  ground  for  dissatisfaction,  and  los^  of  confidence 
I  the  Quarterly  Meeting.  As  in  the  first  case  alluded  to,  more  par- 
icolarly,  the  same  persons  who  were  their  accusers,  were  those  who 
ive  testimony,  and  who  finally  assumed  to  sit  in  judgment  in  their 
ue,  andf  who  did  pronounce  their  acts  to  be  void,  contrary  to  what 
ppeared  to  be  the  sentiment  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Q.  Who  was  it  that  gave  you  the  rebuke  of  which  you  have  spoken? 

A.  I  would  willingly  withhold  the  name,  from  the  great  regard  that 
have  for  the  individual;  believing  that  it  was  not  common  for  him  to 
6  betrayed  into  such  improprieties.  I  should  be  sorry,  out  of  the  great 
ertonal  regard  to  that  Friend,  to  place  his  name  on  this  record;  if, 
overer,  the  counsel  insists  on  it,  lest  it  might  be  construed  into  an 
^mpt  at  evasion,  if  I  were  to  withhold  his  name,  I  will  give  it,  belicv- 
ig«  at  the  same  time,  that  if  the  counsel  and  his  advisers  had  the  same 
idings  of  tenderness  and  very  high  respect  for  the  individual  alluded 
S  as  I  am  now  conscious  of,  as  regards  myself,  although  he  does  not 
uik  with  me  in  religious  fellowship,  but  with  the  Orthodox  party,  I 
link  they  would  not  insist. 

Counsel.  I  would  remark,  that  the  witness  in  his  statement  assumes 
lat  I  have  all  the  knowledge  in  relation  to  the  subject  of  the  question 
It  to  him,  that  he  possesses,  although  he  has  not  answered  it.  I  can- 
H  have  any  personal  feeling  to  gratify,  in  calling  for  an  answer  to  this 
lettion.  I  do  so,  because  I  think  it  competent,  and  may  in  some  re- 
ccts  have  an  important  bearing  on  the  cause.  I  should  regret,  as 
nch  as  the  witness  can,  to  be  the  means  of  casting  obloquy  upon  any 
ipectable  member  of  the  society;  but  I  am  not  aware  that  any  such 
naequence  can  result  from  an  answer  to  the  question. 
Witness.  After  what  is  now  put  upon  the  record  by  the  counsel,  I 
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should  not,  or  do  not  feci  at  liberty  to  withhold  the  name  any  longer. 
The  Friend  alluded  to  is  John  Cox;  and  if  it  is  thought  necessary  bj 
the  counsel,  I  will  endeavour  to  give  the  name  of  the  Friend  who  di- 
rected me  to  "sit  down." 

Counsel.  I  was  going  to  ask  that  question. 

Witness.  The  person  who  directed  me  to  sit  down,  sat  nearly  facing 
me  in  the  meeting,  and  occupied,  I  think,  a  seat  in  what  is  called  the 
second  gallery,  and  was  a  person  whom  I  was  not  intimately  acquainted 
with,  and  I  may  therefore  possibly  be  under  a  mistake  with  regard  to 
his  name,  although  1  think  I  am  not.  This  last  mentioned  person,  I 
had  supposed,  was  Samuel  Craft.  I  ought,  however,  in  justice  to 
Samuel  Craft,  also  to  state,  that  on  my  recently  making  the  inquiry  of 
him,  he  alleged  that  I  must  be  under  a  mistake. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Thursday  morning,  17th  March,  10  o'clock.  Cross-examination  of 
Charles  Stokes  continued.     Present  as  before. 

Question  by  Mr.  Browiu  Were  you  one  of  the  committee  appointed 
to  examine  into  the  proceedings  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting? 

A.  I  was  named  on  a  committee  appointed  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting, 
in  Second-month,  1827,  to  inquire  with  regard  to  certain  proceedings 
of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  as  contained  in  a  former  answer. 

Q.  Of  how  many  persons  did  that  committee  consist? 

A.  I  do  not  now  recollect.  I  think  the  number,  on  recollectiooi  wu 
something  like  six  or  eight. 

Q.  Were  the  proceedings  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  in  dis- 
placing its  elders,  conformable  with  any  rule  of  discipline^  and  if  so, 
state  what  that  rule  is? 

Witness.  [After  looking  into  the  discipline.]  I  am  not  aware  of  there 
being  any  specific  rule  of  discipline,  which  points  out  the  manner  of 
displacing  elders  from  that  station,  merely  because  the  Monthly  Meet- 
ing is  dissatisfied  with  them.     On  examining  further  the  discipline,  I 
find  there  is  a  rule  relating  to  the  subject,  which  had  escaped  my  recol- 
lection, and  which  I  will  now  read:  it  is  on  page  68,  and  in  these  words: 
**  If  any  acknowledged  member  of  our  meetings  of  ministers  and  elders, 
shall  at  any  time  be  thought,  by  negligence,  unfaithfulness,  or  other-   ^ 
wise,  to  have  lost  his  or  her  service  in  that  station,  so  as  to  become  the 
subject  of  uneasiness,  and  burdensome,  (yet  not  so  as  to  be  under  the 
care  of  a  meeting  of  discipline  on  that  account,  or  for  misconduct,)  it    \ 
is  advised  that  a  timely  and  tender  care  be  extended  to  such  persons,    ? 
according  to  gospel  order."     The  rule  then  goes  on  to  show  .; 

Mr.  Brown,  1  would  suggest,  that  it  would  be  as  well   to  give  the    j 
whole  rule. 

Witness.  It  appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  lost  time:  The  rule  then 
goes  on  to  show  the  manner  in  which  such  subject  of  uneasiness,  not 
under  the  care  of  a  meeting  for  discipline,  as  aforesaid,  may  be  treated 
with,  by  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  which  appears  to  my  mind  f 
conclusive,  that  Monthly  Meetings  have  unquestionably  the  right,  they  ? 
being  meetings  for  discipline.  And  further,  in  page  63,  where  the  dis-  I 
cipline  provides  for  the  appointment  of  Friends  to  the  station  of  eldcrSi  |- 
it  requires  and  enjoins  it  upon  Monthly  Meetings,  that  they  take  •'care  | 
that  the  Friends  chosen  for  that  service  be  prudent,  solid  Friends,  and  • 
that  they  do  carefully  discharge  the  trust  confided  to  them;"  which  ii 


LRiittee  appoiDted  to  ex- 
inthly  Meeting,  see  the 
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0  another  convincing  evidence,  to  my  mind,  that  Monthly  Meetings 
;  bound  to  eierctse  an  authority  in  thii  respect;  for,  without  it,  it 
uld  be  very  difficult  for  me  to  conceive  in  what  way  they  could  take 

1  necessary  care,  that  the  persons  appointed  by  them  should  "  care- 
ly  discharge  the  trust  which  they  had  confided  to  them."     There  is 

0  another  evidence,  perhaps  equally  conclusive,  in  the  third  query 
[utred  to  he  answered  by  the  Preparative  and  Quarterly  Meetings  of 
sisters  and  elders,  to  be  Found  on  page  96,  which  maWes  it  obligatory 
>n  the  members  of  those  meetings,  that  they  should  he  in  unity  with 

meeting  they  belong  toj  or  which  rather  queries  whether  they  are 
IS  in  unity.  To  preserve  the  harmonious  operations  of  society,  con- 
tently  with  the  design  of  the  discipline,  it  becomes,  therefore,  neces- 
y  that  elders  should  be  in  unity  with  their  Monthly  Meetings;  and 
en  this  is  found  not  to  be  the  case,  by  a  Monthly  Meeting,  I  should 
Dk  a  Monthly  Meeting  would  be  strictly  within  the  bounds  of  its 
tf,  to  exercise  its  authority  in  that  behalf. 

^.  For  what  cause  were  the  elders  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  MccliiiEf 
kpUced  by  that  meeting!' 

A.  Not  being  a  member  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  and  never,  to  ray 
wllection,  having  been  particularly  informed,  I  am  not  able  to  answer 
>t  question. 

Q.  Bid  you  not,  while  acting  as  one  of  the  co 
line  into  the  proceedings  of  Mount  Holly  A 
nutes  of  the  meeting,  and  examine  them? 
\.  I  think  minutes  were  produced  to  that  co 
les,  I  don't  remember  which;  and  I  suppo: 
ve  DO  recollection  of  even  that  fact.     I  think  I  did  not  examine  them; 

1  as  t  met  with  that  committee  but  once,  this  part  of  the  business, 
rhaps  owing  to  that  cause,  did  not  make  a  forcible  impression  on  my 
od.  1  have  no  distinct  recollection  of  what  the  minutes  did  contain. 
Q.  Have  you  no  common  reputation  as  to  the  cause  for  releasing  the 
lers  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  from  serviced 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  I  have  any  knowledge  from  common  reputation 

U  would  justify  my  giving  it  in  evidence,  or  as  evidence.     If  I  were  to 

1  all  that  I  had  heard  on  this  and  other  subjects  connected  with  this 

Dtrovery,  I  might  say  many  things  that  I  have  no  wish  to  say,  and 

lich  would  by  no  means  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  reputation  of  some 

10  rank  on  the  Orthodox  side  of  the  question. 

Mr.  Broton.  Will  you  not  permit  them  to  be  the  guardians  of  their 

ra  reputation? 

Witness.  I  don't  wish  to  be  accessary  to  the  circulation  of  reports, 

less  1  know  Ibcm  to  he  founded  in  fact. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand  then  that  you  have  not  understood,  or  learnt, 

im  any  source,  the  cause  of  the  relcasemcnt  of  those  elders? 

K.  I  wish  not  to  be  understood,  as  not  having  heard  a  pari  of  the 

IM  for  which  they  were  so  released;  but  even  this  much  is  from  hear- 

F.     But  whether  I  am  acquainted  with  the  entire  cause,  or  ever  have 

trd,  I  do  not  know. 

2.  Acting  in  the  character  of  one  of  the  committee  appointed  to  in- 

TC  into  the  proceedings  of  that  meeting,  could  you  have  been  satis- 

,  &fter  hearing  a  cause  in  pari  assigned,  for  such  a  proceeding  as  the 

luing  of  elders,  without  inquiring  into  the  whole  matter? 

w  In  answer  to  that  question  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  go  a  little 
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btck.  I  did  not  feel  myseir,  while  on  that  commitiee,  as  being  inca 
porated  with  them,  ia  a  manner  to  make  mc  very  solicitous  to  join  lim 
in  their  inquiries,  or  aid  them.  I  considered,  that  it  was  very  mucU 
a  parly  appointmeol,  consisting  mostly  of  what  I  supposed  were  viid 
ally  the  accusers  in  the  case;  and  1  supposed  that  the  way  my  name  bm 
pened  to  be  placed  upon  the  committee,  was  because  of  the  sympaqj 
which  some  Friend  might  have  felt  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  occasioMl 
by  the  treatment  I  had  received  there,  with  regard  to  the  appoiniinaR 
of  this  committee.  In  thefoi-mcr  answer,  there  is,  1  should  think, sn| 
ficicnt  reply  to  the  remaining  part  of  the  question.  -i, 

Q.  Slate  (til  that  you  have  heard  assigned  as  the  causes  of  tbeirat 
{easement?  | 

A.  1  regret  very  much  that  there  still  appears  a  disposition  to  expOi^ 
as  1  apprehend,  unnecessarily*  the  foibles  and  infirmities  of  human  » 
turej  especially  when  I  apprehend  that  they  have  but  very  little  orii 
connexion  with  the  matters  now  at  issue.  But  in  answer  to  the  <]aeatiai| 
I  must  say,  that  I  have  understood  generally,  that  the  two  persons  wb^ 
were  released  from  the  station  of  elders,  were  of  such  a  make,  ai  ti  *' 
them  to  be  made  completely  the  tools  and  instruments  by  which  cerl 
individuals,  not  members  of  that  meeting,  were  seeking  to  control  bi 
ncss  within  its  limits,  and  calculated  to  disturb  its  harmony, 
counsel  and  his  advisers,  will  be  satisfied  with  this  general  anivtq 
am  willing  there  to  leave  it. 

Counsel.  We  want  the  uiAo/e  truth. 

A.  With  regard  to  the  male  elder,  it  was  asserted  that  he  was  iott 
habit  of  sleeping  in  meeting.  With  regard  to  the/emale,  1  have  nolhn) 
suiiiciently  distinct  in  my  recollection,  to  warrant  my  repeating  ■  ' 
charge. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  or  have  learned  frM^ 
common  report,  were  the  causes  for  the  releasement  of  those  elders,  ir^ 
signed  either  in  the  minutes  of  their  releasement,  or  in  the  Montl^,; 
Meeting,  at  the  time  of  the  releasement?  i 

A.  I  think  I  have  no  knowledge  upon  that  subject. 

Q.  I-'rom  neither  source?  I 

A.  Yes,  I  meant  to  include  both.  j 

Q.  Does  not  the  rule  of  discipline,  a  part  of  which  you  have  read)  p* 
on  to  enjoin,  that  patient  brotherly  labour  should  be  extended  ti 
sons  who  are  thought  to  have  lost  their  service  through  negligence,  11 
faithfulness,  or  otherwise;  Jirst,  by  the  parties  concerned,  then  bytl 
select  Preparative  Meeting,  of  which  they  are  members;  and  ^u  l| 
the  select  Quarterly  Meeting,  before  they  are  displaced  from  their  M 

A.  The  discipline  does  so  provide,  with  the  exception  of  theh 
words  in  the  question,  "  before  they  are  displaced,"  kc, 

Q.  Does  not  the  language  of  the  discipline  clearly  imply  that  tW" 
labour  is  to  be  extended  "  before  they  are  released?"  » 

A.  I  think  it  does,  in  cases  where  Ihey  are  not  under  the  care  o£»| 
meeting  of  discipline  ;  when  the  latter  is  the  case,  it  is  to  be  presnntft 
that  the  Monthly  Meeting  would  act  in  accordance  with  the  apirit  of  ifc"? 
discipline.  ji, 

Q.  Were  either  of  those  elders  under  care,  or  dealt  with  by  itlj 
Monthly  Meeting  of  Mount  Holly,  or  the  select  Pieparalive,  or  Qm« 
terly  Meeting,  of  which  they  were  members,  for  the  charges  you  h»«- 
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alleged  against  them,  or  for  having  lost  their  service  through  negli- 
gence, unfaithfulness,  or  otherwise,  before  they  were  displaced  by  the 
Monthly  Meeting? 

A.  As  I  was  not  a  member  of  either  of  those  meetings,  I  am  not  able 
to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  Have  you  no  common  reputation  that  their  cases  were  first  intro- 
diiced  to  the  notice  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  when  the  minute  was  made 
displacing  them  from  their  stations?. 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever  heard  any  person  mention  that  such 
was  the  case.  A  committee,  I  have  understood,  (from  some  quarter,  I 
don't  now  recollect  what,)  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  was  appointed  to 
take  the  subject  into  consideration,  which  I  think  was  some  time,  per- 
haps months,  before  their  releasement. 

Q.  Does  not  the  query  respecting  unity,  to  which  you  have  referred, 
equally  apply  to  ministers  as  well  as  to  elders?  ^ 

A.  I  think  it  does. 

Q.  Would  the  alleged  disunity  of  a  minister  with  his  Monthly  Meet- 
ing, authorize  that  meeting,  without  any  labour  for  his  restoration  to 
unity,  summarily  to  displace  him  from  his  station? 

A.  When  I  instanced  the  requisitions  of  this  query,  to  show  that 
elders  were  required  to  be  in  unity  with  the  meeting  they  belonged  to,  it 
was  in  order  to  show  the  connexion  of  different  parts  of  the  discipline, 
which  go  to  confirm  the  opinion,  that  Monthly  Meetings  have  the  right, 
and  that  it  is  their  duty  in  certain  cases,  to  release  their  members  fronii  the 
station  of  elders.  With  regard  to  ministers,  the  manner  of  their  recog- 
nition as  such,  is  different  from  that  which  regards  the  appointment  of 
elders.  There  is  not  the  same  connexion  in  the  discipline  in  the  one 
case  as  in  the  other ;  and  I  think  it  most  likely  the  discipline  requires  a 
different  proceeding  in  the  case  of  a  minister,  giving  uneasiness,  from 
that  of  an  elder.  But  with  regard  to  the  summary  proceedings  alluded 
to  in  the  question,  I  should  not  think  that  they  would  be  in  order. 

Q.  Do  not  the  rules  of  discipline  to  which  you  have  referred  as  au- 
thority for  the  releasement  of  elders,  equally  apply  to  ministers? 

A.   I  should  think  not. 

Q.  Are  not  ministers  acknowledged  members  of  the  meeting  of  mi- 
nisters and  elders? 

A.  Yes.  But  the  rule  of  discipline  to  which  I  referred,  which  makes 
it  the  duty  of  the  Monthly  Meetings,  which  appoint  elders  to  **  take  care 
that  they  be  prudent,  solid  Friends,  and  that  they  carefully  discharge  the 
trust  confided  to  them,"  appears  to  me  to  make  it  necessary,  where  those 
persons  give  no  evidence  of  their  being  such  persons  as  the  discipline 
requires,  for  the  Monthly  Meeting  to  release  them.  And  inasmuch  as 
the  discipline 'does  not  enjoin  the  same  duties  upon  Monthly  Meetings 
in  relation  to  ministers,  the  same  services  would  not  be  expected  to  be 
performed. 

Q.  Prior  to  the  act  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  in  displacing 
those  elders,  did  you  ever  know  an  act  of  the  kind  in  the  society  since 
the  present  discipline  has  been  in  force? 

A.  I  think  not,  of  my  own  personal  knowledge.  Neither  am  I  at  pre- 
sent aware  of  any  particular  case  having  come  to  my  knowledge  wherein 
it  was  necessary.  The  not  exercising  of  the  right,  when  no  occasion 
presented,  I  suppose  is  no  evidence  of  the  non-existence  of  the  right. 

Q.  Is  it  agreeable  to  the  order  of  the  society  to  give  a  person  a  ccr- 
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titicale  as  a  minisler  in  unity,  while  sucli  person  was  under  ilealing  in 
the  select  Preparative  or  Quarterly  MeelirgP 

A.  There  are  principles  involved  in  this  question,  which  I  am  fret ts 
acknowledge,  that  1  have  not  sufRciently  balanced  in  my  own  mind,  U 
enable  me  to  arrive  at  any  fixed  conclusion. 

Q.  After  the  adjournment  of  Burlington  Quarter,  of  which  you  hire 
spoken,  by  those  you  call  Orthodox,  when  the  separation  took  pUct, 
how  many  of  the  Monthly  Meetings  were  represented,  in  the  compingr 
who  remainedf' 

Witness.  Is  it  expected  that  1  will  speak  of  the  representatives,  wbo 
were  appointed  by  the  different  Monthly  Meetings  to  attend  the  Qusrier! 

Counsel.  Yes. 

A.  The  representatives  having  been  called,  before  our  Orthodox 
Friends  withdrew,  and  not  after,  I  have  no  means  of  knowing  how tniBy 
retired  with  them,  nor  how  many  remained  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Q.  Were  Mount  Holly  or  Little  Egg-Harbour  Monthly  Meeting!,  i> 
any  way  represented  in  that  company,  so  far  as  you  know? 

A.  I  think  it  is  most  likely  that  mennbers  of  Mount  Holly  MoniUr 
Meeting,  were  in  that  meeting,  but  I  believe  no  reports  were  rec«*« 
from  that  Monthly  Meeting;  and  therefore,  no  representatives  to  thit 
Quarter.  As  respects  Egg-Harbour,  I  am  uuable  to  say.  If  there  wen 
any  of  the  members  there,  I  presume  they  must  have  been  few;  as  tJit 
Monthly  Meeting  itself  is  small,  and  a  great  distance,  compared  with  the 
other  Monthly  Meetings,  from  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  but  few  of  in 
members  were  ever  in  the  habit,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  of  at- 
tending the  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Q.  Did  you  at  that  time  consider  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  •■ 
a  branch  of  what  you  call  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  No. 

[NOO^.] 

Q.  Is  that  Monthly  Meeting  now  considered  a  part  of  what  youeiU 
the  Burlington  Quarter? 

A.  Yea. 

Q.  When,  and  how,  were  those  you  call  Friends  in  Mount  Holly 
Monthly  Meeting,  reunited  to  your  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Burliogton? 

A.  The  time  when,  I  do  not  now  recollect,  but  it  was  soon  after  the 
separation,  I  think;  and  as  to  how,  I  do  not  recollect,  not  having  aiiendd 
that  Monthly  Meeting,  while  the  subject  was  before  it,  and  not  beii^ 
present  at  the  Qarterly  Meeting  at  the  time,  if  my  recollection  serf* 
me  right,  when  it  was  agreed  upon. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  some  "  very  high-handed  measures,"  pursM^ 
by  Burlington  Quarter  towards  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting!  *"• 
the  measures  you  allude  to,  the  appointment  of  a  committee  of  inquilf 
into  the  proceedings  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  and  the  circumstucd 
attending  it? 

A.  That  was  one  of  the  principal  measures  which  I  had  an  alluuM 
to,  connected  with  the  minute  which  was  recorded  in  that  case,  ai  iM 
sense  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  when  the  report  of  that  committee «1* 
under  consideration,  contrary  to  what  appeared  to  be  the  expressed 
of  the  meeting. 

Counsel.   If  by  the  expression  "  high-handed  measures,"  the  witool 
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eans  ta  allude  lo  any  tiling  besides  wliat  he  has  beFui-e  stateil,  I  wtsh 
im  to  stale  it. 

A.  I  believe  that  I  have  berore  staled  that  another  cause  of  dtssatii- 
ction  on  the  part  of  Mount  Holiy  Monthly  Meeting  with  the  proceed- 
igs  bad  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  was,  that  they  were  not  pei-mitted  to 
»»e  any  representatives  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  182T. 
Q.  Did  the  Quarterly  Meeting  refuse  that  particular  Monthly  Meeting* 
le  privilege  of  having;  represenCativeap 

A.  They  were  refused  in  the  manner  stated  in  an  answer  to  a  former 
BCstion. 

Q.  I  understand  you  now  to  say  then,  that  the  cause  of  ofience  was  the 
ndesigned  omission  of  the  clerk  to  take  the  names  of  particular  persons, 
■  you  have  mentioned? 

A.  I  refer  for  a  further  explanation,  to  my  former  answers  upon  that 
ibjeci. 
Q.  Does  not  the  discipline  direct,  that  "when  a  Quarterly  Meeting 
I  dissatisfied  with  the  proceedings  of  any  of  its  Monthly  Meetings,  thejr 
the  Monthly  Meetings,]  are  with  meekness  and  readiness  lo  render  an 
ccount  thereof  when  requiredr" 

A.  I  think  it  does.  Please  to  read  the  question  again.  [It  is  read, 
rhen  he  further  says,]  I  think  it  docs  require  that  they  ought  to  do  so. 

Q.  Was  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  which  you  are  now  a  member,  re- 
RCMnted  in  the  meeting  held  at  Green  street  in  Tenth-month,  1837? 

A.  Ab  a  Quarterti/  Meeting,  I  think  it  was  not. 

Q.  When  was  it  first  represented  in  the  Meeting  which  you  call  a 
fcarly  Meeting,  held  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets? 

Witness.  I  suppose  the  counsel  alludes  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  on 
;he  second  Second-day  of  Fourth-month. 

Counsel.  1  allude  to  the  Meeting  which  you  call  a  Yearly  Meeting, 
and  which  is  held  in  Green  and  Cherry  streets,  Philadelphia,  and  which 
ii  held,  I  think,  at  the  lime  you  have  now  stated;  and  I  ask,  when  was 
Ibc  meeting  which  you  call  the  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  first 
represented  in  it? 

A.  Representatives  were  appointed  by  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting, 
to  attend  that  Yearly  Meeting  which  was  held  in  the  year  1838. 

Q.  The  answer  does  not  state  the  time  of  their  appointment,  but  only 
tke  Yearly  Meeting  they  were  appointed  to  attend :  I  wish  him  to  state 
tl*  time  of  their  appointment? 

A.  They  were  appointed  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  at  the  usual  time 
ef  holding  said  Quarterly  Meeting,  Immediately  preceding  the  Yearly 
Ueeting;  but  that  time  1  cannot  precisely  state. 

Q.  After  the  separation  of  which  you  have  spoken,  in  Eleventh-month, 
IS37,  did  your  Quarterly  Meeting  consider  itself  as  a  constituent  branch 
«f  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  at  Arch  street,  Philadelphia,  on  the  third 
Second'day  of  I'ourth-month? 

A.  The  Quarterly  Meeting  considered  itself  a  constituent  branch  of 
the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia,  which  had  been  held  some  years 
previously  at  the  Arch  street  house,  on  the  third  Second-day  of  Fourth- 
nooth;  but  which,  owing  to  the  circumstances  which  had  grown  out  of 
tbc  unsettled  and  divided  state  of  society,  it  was  concluded  should  be 
held  on  the  second  Second-day  of  Fourth-month. 

Q.  When  was  that  conclusion  come  to? 

A.   Thai  conclusion  was  come  to,  as  I  have  understood,  not  being 


pi'eseiit  ihere  myself,  by  Frienda  who  assembled  from  the  different  partt. 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  sometime  in  Tenlli-momh,  preceditif,  in  the^ 
capacity  of  a  Yearly  Meeting,  seeking  lo  restore  again  the  society  to '" 
vonted  liarirony,  and  in  the  enjoyment  of  its  just  rights,  which  had  b< 
interrupted  and  infringed  in  many  instances  previously  to  that  lirae. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Fourth-month,  1827,  conclnde  W 
meet  at  the  usual  time  next  year? 

A.  A  minute  which  I  saw,  purporting  to  have  been  made  in  the  Yearlf 
Meeting,  so  stated,  on  condition  ihal  "the  Lord  should  permit."  Iwii 
not  present  at  the  close  of  that  assembly,  and  therefore  can  say  nothioK 
as  to  my  certain  knowledge;  but  admitting  that  such  an  adjournment  did 
take  place,  it  is  evident  that  it  was  a  contingent  one,  and  not  posidre. 

Q.  Is  not  that  the  usual  form  of  the  minute  of  adjournment  of  the 
Yearly  Meeting,  and  upon  your  view  of  it,  might  not  every  adjoumnKoI 
of  any  preceding  Yearly  Meeting  be  said  to  be  equally  contingent? 

A.  I  apprehend  that  the  minute  alluded  to  was  much  in  the  ntlll 
form,  but  ihat  it  was  not  used  for  form  merely,  but  that  it  was  inienijed 
to  mean  what  it  stated:  and  that  were  the  same  causes  to  operate  at  UJ 
time  that  did  at  that  time,  the  same  results  might  ensue. 

Q.  I  consider  you  then  as  expressing  your  belief  that  all  adjournawU 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  the  usual  form,  are  considered  by  you  as  Ml' 
tingent,  in  the  sense  in  which  you  have  explained  ili 

A.  1  wish  that  to  be  qualified  by  my  last  answer.  There  is  BDOtbei'- 
thlng,  however,  while  upon  this  subject,  which  it  may  not  be  improper' 
to  remark,  as  invalidating  the  proceedings  of  that  Yearly  Meeting  bit 
which,  I  apprehend,  have  been  already  sufficiently  detailed,  in  thecourK 
of  this  examination;  which  is,  the  general  efiaraeler  of  that  Yearly  Meelilt 

Q.  Did  what  you  call  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  send  repreMfr 
lalives  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  at  Arch  street,  Philadelphia,  oDtht 
third  Second-day  of  Fourth-month,  1828? 

A.  They  appointed  but  one  set  of  representatives,  I  think;  and  I  pre- 
sume they  did  not  attend  any  such  meeting  as  alluded  lo  in  the  quetlin< 

Q.  They  were  not  appointed  to  attend  such  meeting? 

A.  I  suppose  not. 

Counsel.  If  the  witness  can  do  so,  I  wish  him  to  answer  the  qaotlw 
positively.  . 

A.  I  answered  it  as  positively  as  I  could;  I  cannot  tell  exicU]FlM: 
the  minute  stated,  J* 

Q.  You  have  characterized  the  elders  of  Philadelphia  as  an  "nftltlWi 
combination:"  will  you  please  to  state  what  law  they  have  violated}     ' 

Witness.  Will  the  examiner  please  to  turn  to  the  answer  where  tutrf 
terms  referred  to  in  the  question?  [The  witness  is  referred  to  twow 
his  former  answers,  and  the  same  are  read  to  him;  and  the  lastqaes^ 
at  his  request,  is  again  read  to  him,  when  he  answers,]  If  the  couniH. 
will  conlinc  himself  to  the  language  made  use  of  by  me,  there  wouJdoiit 
be  the  same  danger  of  my  statements  being  misrepresented;  and  I  couM 
the  more  readily  answer. 

Counsel.  In  what  have  I  gone  beyond  your  own  language?  '. 

Witness.  The  diflerence  is,  that  in  the  question  put  to  me,  I  ami* 
presented  as  characterizing  them  as  an  "  unlawful  combination,"  wheir 
as  in  my  former  answer  I  was  relating  the  views  and  statements  of  othcril 

[The  former  answer  referred  to  by  the  witness,  so  far  as  it  relalMt* 
this  subject,  is  in  the  following  words;  "This  opinion  was,  howe«f» 
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ilrovcrted,  on  llie  ground  llial  il  would  be  very  improper  for  Burling- 
Quarterly  Meeting,  so  far  to  countenance  proceedings  which  had 
>wn  out  of  an  unlawful  combination  of  the  elders,  and  certain  other 
■0D3,  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  who  were  seeking,"  Stc;  and  also 
following:  "In  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Burlington,  held  in  Second- 
nth  1827,  a  member  of  the  meeting  for  ministers  and  elders,  and  one 
i  who  was  considered  as  uniting  with  the  proceedings  that  grew  out 
:he  unlawful  combination  of  elders  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  rcprC' 
ted,"  Etc.] 

The  witness  proceeds, — But  in  answer  to  the  question,  as  to  what  law 
y  have  violated,  I  must  speak  only  from  information  derived  from 
er  sources  than  my  own  personal  knowledges  and  from  those  I  draw 
conclusion,  that  the  law  of  gospel  order,  as  laid  down  in  the  diaci- 
i\Cf  pages  39  and  30,  had  been  violated  by  the  manner  in  which  re- 
'tS|  to  the  disadvantage  of  a  minister  travelling  in  the  order  of  society 
1  oti  a  religious  account,  had  been  eniertained  by  ihem,  and  made  the 
)Ui)d  for  them  to  act  upon. 

[).  From  what  you  have  said,  the  ministers  and  elders  and  other  per- 
M  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  stand  accused  of  "  seeking  to  violate  the 
'hts  of  Monthly  Meetings,  and  jeoparilizc  the  rights  of  members;"  do 
1  allude  to  the  endeavours  of  the  elders  and  others  to  arrest  the  pro- 
ilgation  of  what  they  conai^ed  anti-christian  doctrine? 
K.  If  the  counsel  or  his  adMsers  think  it  right  to  include  the  ministera 
th  the  elders  and  certain  other  persons,  as  being  more  correct  than  the 
.temcnt  which  I  made,  as  they  may  have  a  better  means  of  knowing 
in  myaelf,  I  am  willing  there  to  leave  it. 

Counsel.  If  I  used  the  word  ntinUlers,  I  did  so  inadvertently  and  unin- 
itionally;  let  the  word  ministers  be  stricken  out,  the  tiuestion  in  all 
ler  respects,  stand  as  it  does. 

Witness.  [Again  referring  to  his  former  answers,]  I  intended  to  make 
allusion  myself,  bm  was  only  speaking  of  the  views  which  were  taken 
the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Burlington,  held  in  Eleventh-month,  1827. 
It  I  can  observe  further  in  answer  to  the  question,  what  I  suppose  is 
c  onderstanding  upon  this  subject;  that  it  was  not  for  any  proceedings 
i,  sanctioned  by  the  discipline,  to  prevent  the  spread  of  ami -christian 
•ctrines ;  but  it  was  because  of  the  violations  of  the  discipline  in  the 
inner  alluded  to  in  my  former  answer. 
Q.  Are  those  the  only  violations  to  which  you  alluded? 
A.  There  may  have  been  many  violations  which  have  not  come  to  my 
towledge,  personally:  a  sufficient  number  of  which,  as  1  should  ap- 
ehend,  had  been  given  by  Abraham  Lower  in  particular,  under  this 
tin  in  alio  n. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  adopt  as  your  own,  the  statements  of  Abraham 
wer! 

A.  I  am  rather  surprised  at  this  question )  especially  as  I  had  previous- 
stated  that  I  had  no  personal  knowledge  of  these  matters. 
Counsel.  I  cannot  see  why  the  witness  should  feel  this  surprise,  if  I 
wc  understood  him  correctly  in  supposing,  that  his  own  course  was 
Itemed  by  those  views  which  were  thus  reported  to  him  by  others. 
Witness.  There  is  a  difference,  I  conceive,  between  giving  credit  to 
iporu  so  as  to  allow  them  to  have  an  influence  upon  conduct,  and  giv- 
ig  in  testimony,  under  an  affirmation,  those  reports  as  facts.    Although 
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I  have  na  doubt  but  ihai  the  stalements  made  by  Abraham  Lower,  m 
Bubstantially  correct. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understatid  that  what  you  have  said  in  respect  to  an  "■► 
lawful  combination"  of  elilers  and  other  persons  in  the  city  of  Philadd- 
phia,  and  with  respect  to  their  seeking  to  violate  the  rights  of  MoalU; 
Meetings,  and  jeopardize  the  rights  of  members,  was  derived  from  htxt- 
say,  and  that  you  have  no  actual  personal  knowledge  of  the  truth  of  uy 
part  of  il? 

A.  Wilh  regard  lo  Monthly  Meetings  having  their  rights  jeopartUnd 
by  the  persons  alluded  to,  and  their  influence,  I  don't  know  that  1  bid  any 
actual  personal  knowledge,  within  the  city  of  Philadeldhia;  but  as  regards 
the  rights  of  individuals,  members  of  the  society,  I  think  what  I  hare 
Stated  wilh  regard  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  what  took  place  in  ittl 
Fourih-month,  1827,  may  be  a.  suflicient  answer  to  that  branch  of  tilt 
(|ue3ttan. 

Q.  That  is,  it  contains  all  your  knowledge  as  to  that  branch  of  iti 

A.  If  it  he  confined  to  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  I  don't  know  tlntl 
need  go  much  further;  although  I  have  been  under  the  impression  at  diF 
ferent  times  in  the  Yearly  Meetings,  held  in  different  years,  thattl)c|i 
was  something  like  a  spirit  of  proscription  which  had  manifested  iWK 
on  the  part  of  the  same  class  of  men  before  alluded  to. 

Q.  Who  was  the  minister  lo  whom  yoivc^ludc  in  a  former  anaver, 
certiing  whom  the  elders  of  Philadelphia  •ntertained  reports? 

A.  Hia  name  was  EHas  Hicks. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  at  the  time  of  the  separation  in  Bi 
Quarter,  a  Friend,  who  stood  high  in  the  cun&dence  of  that 
made  a  proposition, — who  was  that  Friend? 

A.  Joim  Cox. 

Q.  You  have  staled  that  he  proposed  "the  question  should  be  taken," 
-^re  you  satisfied  that  you  have  given  the  words  used  by  him  upon  that 


Witness.  I^Referring  to  memorandums  in  his  possession,  and  to  bii 
former  answer.]  I  think  I  have  given  the  words  verbatim,  or  nearly  so. 

Q.  By  the  expressions  he  used,  did  you  understand  him  to  mean  Wf 
thing  more  than  that  the  meeting  should  consider  the  subject,  ando- 
press  its  opinion  upon  it? 

A.  I  suppose  that  he  meant  that  the  eipression  of  the  meeting  should 
govern  in  the  case.  And  I  also  suppose  that  he  expected  it  would  be 
on  ihe  other  side  of  the  question,  and  in  favour  of  an  adjournment;  if 
so,  in  this  he  was  disappointed;  and,  contrary  to  any  thing  that  I  bid 
ever  known  to  take  place  in  a  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  contrary  lo  wkil 
had  been  considered  the  established  usage  of  society,  (which  requiitd 
that  when  any  new  proposition  was  made  lo  a  meeting,  in  order  to  adopt 
it,  the  general  concurrence  of  Ihe  meeting  was  requisite,)  an  atteniBl 
was  made,  under  these  circumstances,  still  to  adjourn  the  Quartenf 
Meeting. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 


of  Cb»Tl 

Q.  In  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Burlington,  to  which  you  allude, 
there  any  decision  unitedly  come  to  by  the  meeting,  to  contioue  iti 


ng:  and  transact  its  business,  while  llie  persons  remained  whose  pre- 
:ncc  was  obji-cicd  to? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  answer  that  question  better  than  by  refer- 
nU  to  llic  account  which  I  .i>:avc  of  that  Quarterly  Mcetinj^,  in  a  former 
Bswer-     It  appears  a  division  took  place  upon  this  question. 
Q.  The  question  1  put  is  a  plain  one:  yea  or  nay? 
A.  I  thought  the  answer  as  plain;  but  if  I  ran  jjive  a  more  specific 
ne  by  usinf*  tlie  word  yea,  or  nay,  1  shall  adopt  the  latter. 
Q.  The  question  is  then  answered  in  the  negative? 
Witness.  Please  to  read  the  question  af^^ain.     fit  is  read,  and  the  an- 
ter  so  far,  when  he  further  answers:"]  The  questiou  is  answered  in  the 
Jjjativc,  as  rej^ards  the  whole  number  met  in  that  Quarterly  Meeting 
nng  united  in  coniinuin.i^  the  business  of  it,  as  then  circumstanced; 
it  as  regards  the  mrml)ers  from  Green  street  being  present,  I  think 
e  fact  is  as  I   stated  it  in  my  former  answer,  that  no  person  objected 

•  was  named  in  the  meeting;  the  meetinLr,  therefore,  had  no  means  oi* 
towing  tliat  any  stich  persons  were  ]>rrsent. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Quarterly  Meeiifrr"  of  women  Friends  adjourn  to  the 

me  time  and  place,  in  conformity  with  lh«.'  minute  made  by  its  clerk? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Was  there  no  adjournment  took  place  In  the  women's  meeting? 

JV.  I  believe  some  of  the  women  went  home;  but  whether  they  even 

tempted  to  make  an  adjounmient,  as  was  the  case  in  the  men's  meet- 

g,l  don't  remember  to  have  understood. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  a  iniinite  of  adjournment  of  the  women's  meet- 

g  was  no^made  by  its  clerk  ujiou  tliat  occasion?     You  may  take  lati- 

de  in  answering  this  question,  and  speak  from  your  own  knowledge! 

•  from  common  reputation. 

A.  I  was  not  in  the  women's  meeting;  it  would,  therefore,  be  difiicult 
»  prove  such  a  negative.  I  think  1  have  no  knowledge  from  common 
:putation.  I  think  it  the  most  probable  that  such  might  have  been  the 
ise,  that  such  a  minute  was  mad(\ 

Q.  From  general  repute,  do  you  not  know  that  those  whom  you  call 
Tthodox  did  accordingly  meet  at  the  time  and  place  adjourned  to,  for 
ic  purpose  of  holding  Uurlington  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  I  have  understood  tliat  they  did  meet;  and  held  what  they  called 
nrlington  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Q.  They  claim,  then,  to  be  the  Riirlington  Quarterly  Mecting,^-have 
ley  notf  so  far  as  you  know  by  general  repute,  held  that  meeting  at  the 
sual  time,  since  that  period? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  they  have;  but  not  at  the  usual  ///ace  at  all  times, 
he  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Hurlinglon  was  formerly  held  alternately  at 
orlington  and  Chesterfield — since  tl\e  separation,  there  appeared  to  be 
nnething  like  a  disposition  of  compromise  or  accommodation,  as  well 
1  the  part  of  our  Orthodox  I'rienfls,  for  which  I  wish  them  to  have  all 
iC  credit  that  is  their  due,  as  well  as  on  the  side  of  1-Viends;  and  to 
•event  an  interference  with  each  dther.  Friends  have,  since  that  time, 
ntinued  their  Quarterly  Mec:tiug  at  Chesterfield  only,  and  our  Ortho- 
'X  Friends  have  contiued  tiieir's  at  liie  city  of  Hurliugton  only. 
Q.  You  state  that  the  commit  lee,  of  which  Samuel  Kmlen  and  Samuel 
aft  were  members,  was  not  appointed  by  Burlington  Quarter, — do  you 
ran  to  confine  that  observation  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  to  which  yot/. 

long? 

V  nr.    If.—-.'- 
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A.  ir  I  anderstmd  whu  committee  it  Is  to  which  ibe  counKl^a] 


it 


I  bcUeve  it  was  appointed  in  the  meeting:  purporting  t 
Meeting  licid  at  ourlinji-ion  city;  and  noi  in  ilie  Quarterly  A 
which  I  am  a  rocrnbcr. 

Q.  In  a  meeting  far  diaciplinc,  where  there  maybe  dlfiert 
expressed  on  nny  subject,  whoac  duty  is  it  to  collect  ihe  i 
meetinj^ 

A.  I  nave  always  understood,  thai  any  member  of  tlie  i 
liberty  to  express  his  own  sense,  with  regard  to  that  subjet 
is  Understood  10  bo  the  dtttjr  of  the  clerk  lo  collect  the  ^ 
the  meeiing.     And  on  former  occasions,  when  the  pioc 
meetings  for  discipline  were  harmoniously  coniluctcd— i 
conslilutin^;  those  meetings  had  no  object  in  view  but  t 
tocietf,  and  no  party  views  to  promote)  although  diHer 
ment  night  appear,  it  was  very  rarely,  if  ever,  found  <" 
clerk  to  collect  the  true  sense  of  the  meeting.     " 
10,  such  was  not  the  stale  of  the  case;  and  it  very  frequeitfjr&l 
that  the  clerk  of  the  meeting  would  be  a  warm  party  mjm  h'    '   ^ 
in  many  cases,  I  suppose,  vould  incline  him  to  inteirpret  tl 
meeting,  whether  few  or  many  concurred  with  him,  whet 
ancc  with  his  own  Tiews. 

Q.  You  have  given  what  you  call  a  statement  of  the  rel&tirc  ni 
of  those  you  call  Orthodox  and  Friends  in  Iturlington  Quarter)  f 
proportion  of  that  statement  is  made  from  your  own  knoi  '         ' 

A.  I  have  in  that  statement  mentioned  the  manner  1 
enabled  lo  form  the  conclusion,  and  give  the  relat 

pose  as  there  were  four  of  us  engaged  in  that  service,  1 , 

mine  was  about  an  equal  part.  ^  • 

Q.  In  what  meetings  did  yuu  yourself  lake  the  enumeration? 

A.  I.  together  with  a  Friend  to  assist  me,  made  out  a  liitV. 
members  of  Burlington  Monthly  Meeting,  which  was  all  ihu  L 
take.  ,    ' 

Q.  How  did  you  make  out  that  list;  from  any  list  that  li«d'  H 
fore  been  ma'ie  out  by  that  meeiing,  or  was  it  a  new  list  that  I 
selves  made? 

A.  Having  a  knowledge  of  all  who  were  members  of  t 
Meeting,  a  list  of  the  families  was  made  out,  and  placed  o 
of  tho  iiueslion,  as  they  appeared  inclined  to  go. 

Q.  Do  1  understand  you  then  that  you  hod  a  personal  h 
all  the  members  of  Burlington  Monthly  Meeting? 

A.  1  would  not  wish  to  be  so  undcrsLuod. 

H.  Did  you  refer  to  any  record  of  thai  Monthly  Meeti 
wcertain  the  relative  numbers  of  it? 

A.   No.     The  record  was  not  in  our  possession, 
been  glad  to  have  availed  ourselves  of  it,  as  the  best  Bourol 
tion;  but  as  we  had  it  not,  we  had  recourse  to  What  we  a 
next  best. 

Q.  Can  you  furnish  a  copy  of  the  list  so  made  out  by  yoQ}'' 
the  names  of  the  members,  and  showing  how   you  clamd  1 
making  this  enumeration ! 

A.  Ihavc  not  got  the  list  with  me,  but  believe  I  have  it 
a>  far  as  relates  to  llurlington  Monthly  Meeting;  and  exJtect  1 
could  procure  the  others;  and  at  present,  I  see  no  objeclioB  ta 


ass 

Uhcdt  if  it  be  conceded  ihat  numbers  are  to  govern  in  thp 

It  whether  the  list  you  speak  of,  as  having  been  maile 
K  bjr  you,  with  the  assistance  of  another  Friend,  shows  upon  tU  face 
^iwe  of  cach^oi ember,  and  to  what  party  he  or  she  was  clasKd,  as 

IkTtis  now  some  time  since  I  examined  the  list;  bat  according  lo  my 

Ulril^tion,  it  is  divided  inio  columns;  in  one  column  is  placed  tbe 

ne  of  the  hiid  of  every  family;  in  another,  the  number  of  male  adults 

:.;  ^ire  with  the  Orthodox;  and  in  another,  the  number 

.IsQ  with  the  Orthodox}  in  anothi^r,  the  number  of 

iiuiher,  ilie  number  of  female  minorS)  under  the  direc- 

iJox,  heads  of  families:  another  column  contains  the 

1  Julia  with  Friends;  another,  the  number  of  female 

\ui  number  of  male  minors;  another,  containing;  the 

minors,  under  the  direction  of  hcadc  of  families,  who 

.  -.u.  .  ..,..>M>.  ^nd  I  think  there  is  one  column  for  neutrals,  which, 

iiitjiuk  but  a  small  number;  aa  those  wbo  might  have  been 

^pondi  so  considered,  were  mostly  counted  with  the  Orthodox,* 

yto  their  family  connexions,  and  other  circumstances,  being  likely 

eIiiic  then]  that  way.     The  names  of  the  h^ads  of  families  only  were 

If  not  tlic  names  of  the  other  members  of  such  families,  but  only 

{tsr  oamber.    Lach  column  is  designated  in  the  way  I  have  mentioned. 

Q.  In  mat.i-n^-  this  list  and  enumeration,  did  you  make  a  personal  ap- 

'■■:   [lerson,  to  ascertain  his  or  her  sentiments,  or  what 

:■  ou  pursue  to  ascertain  that  point? 

id  not  make  a  personal  application;  for  if  wc  had,  and 

'imcnis  of  the  members,  with  regard  to  the  fcclinc^s  or 

iiQU:;hi;j  which  ihey  individually  had  for  tlie  different  sides  of  the 

lectiDB,  I  nm  well  satisfied  that  the  list  on  the  side  of  Friends  would 

HTR  bcea  very  much  swelled,  or  increased.     But  the  list  was  made 

I^^^Mwicdge  of  the  course,  that  they  either  from  inclination  or 

^^^^MSB,  did,  or  appeared  likely  to  take. 

^^^BlTclMive  number  of  those  you  call  Orthodox  and  Friends  in 
^^^^B^Quartcr,  is  as  nearly  equal  as  you  have  stated,  how  is  it  that 
Mi^nllllt  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  of  the  former  numbers,  attend 
HI  j'O*  call  Uuriiagton  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  that  in  some  instances, 
AAttot  fall  far  short  of  being  as  large  as  before  the  separation  i  [See 
aralnatlor,  in  chief.] 

"Cause  what  I  said,  1  thought  to  be  the  truth. 
J  explain  this  truth? 

f  it  in  this  way:  in  the  Erst  place.  Little  Egg-Harbour 

,;,  which,  if  my  recoHcctionscrvesmeright,make5alioui 

tt  liur.JrL'l  ,-.nj  seventy  of  the  number  which  we  have  conceded  to  the 

Rbodox  aide,  :ind  many  of  whom,  owing  to  their  distance  from  the 

larteriy  Meeting,  but  rarely  attended  it  before  the  separation.     The 

Ebera  ofth.it  Monthly  Meeting  therefore  could  have  contributed  but 
to  the  siic  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  before  the  period  alluded  to. 
fare  all  now  numbered  with  the  Orthodox  in  the  statement  which  I 
!  In.  and  none  with  Friends;  therefore,  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of 
(  with  regard  to  lis  size,  experiences  but  little  diminution  from 
^ Circnrostance,  while,  itt  ihc  same  time,  it  makes  the  numbers  »p- 
!  uearly  etjual.     Another  cause  which  has  had  a  very  coo- 
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aidenble  influence  upon  the  uia.of  our  ijuarterly  Mc£tiag»  Is, 
Frientls  geneiuUy  feci  a  much  deeper  intercsl  in  their  attendance  of 
Quarterly  TVk'etinga,  since  our  Orthodox  Fiiends  left  us,  xhaa  bcfoHl 
and,  consequently,  1  suppoiic  tliere  is  »  much  more  gcnerul  aitendaMft 
Q.  How  roany  at  tbu  members,  KBic^iii}^  within  the  liinUa  of  Ev 
Harbour  Monthly  Meetinj;,  anJ  who  have  joined  theftiselves  to  '" 
Holly  Monthly  Mtieuu^,  arc  tnctudod  U  your  enumeration,  as  t 
■ide  i 

A.  I  cBsnot  etrtttMy  answer  that  question.  I  think  I  un  not » 
qulnted  with  more  than  six  or  aeven.  I  really' cannot  nowMfwhclhr 
tbey  tre  included  in  that  list  or  notj  they  may  have  bs^n  thus  jl'  ' 
■Ince  the  list  was  made  ouL 
.,  Q.  You  say  that  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Fourth-month,  1637,  i 
R  person  was  about  to  show  why  Samuel  Beitle  was  uut  a  suitable  [m.. 
tor  clerk  of  that  meeting,  he  was  rebuked  by  sevci-al  of  those  wbomys* 
call  Orthodox)  what  did  that  person  allege  a);atnst  Samuel  Beitle^ 

A.  I  cannot  help  but  believe  that  that  questioa  is  put  again  is  iHh 
nage  atiitle  different  from  that  used  by  nii>— fthe  witness  rerersigV 
Biormer  answer,]  the  question  is,  as  lowhnt  this  pcrsbn  Allesc4?  ,« 
CounseL  Yes,  that  is  the  question.  ,. 

Witness.  He  was  notjtermitted  to  proceed  far  enough  to  iiiakea.t 
explanation  of  the  nature  of  his  objections;  but  I  think  be  made  MB 
'  ^Utements,  or  was  about  to  make  a  statemi-Tii,  with  regard  to  some  aa 
ters  which  werecoming  UDfromPhiladelphia Quarterly  Meetin(>Uj 
acted  upon  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  in  whtclk  Samuel  Bctile  ha4  t|kpl 
part,  and  had  acted  as  a  party  man.  I  think  he  was  about  thpakj 
hit  statement,  when  the  storm  arose  of  which  I  have  spoken,. iwM 
true  character  of  which  I  conceive  impossible  to  be  put  uponpttpo?' 
to  be  fully  understood,  it  would  he  necessary  to  see  acted. 
Q.   Who  was  that  person? 

A.  His  name  was  Joseph  Parker,  of  Philadelphia. 
Q,  Was  the  rebuke  administered  because  of  the  expression  of  hit 
opinion,  as  to  the  Jitnesa  of  Samuel  Settle  for  the  clerkP 

A.   I  cannot  conceive  of  any  other  cause:  the  state  of  the  case  U% 
in  my  former  answer  upon  that  subject,  I  however  refer  to. 

Q.  Did  he  mention  the  name  of  Samuel  Bettle  ai  all,  or  say  aayd 
about  the  clerkship,  and  if  so,  state  what  it  was? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  precise  words  he  made  me  ofj  but  the 
viction  produced  on  my  own  mind,  from  what  was  said  by  him,  M 
fied  the  clerkship  with  the  proceedings  likely  to  come  before  the  Y(|$ 
Meeting;  and  1  have  no  doubt,  Imt  that  it  was  the  general  imprMp  i 
that  Samuel  Betde  was  identified  in  what  he  did  say,  from  the  eh' 
stance  of  the  subject  being  then  before  the  meeting,  whether  he  ll 
serve  in  the  station  of  clerk,  or  not. 

Q.  Have  you,  or  have  you   not,  a  distinct  recollection,  whelhw<     I 
mentioned  the  name  of  Samuel  Bettle? 

A.  My  recollection  is  not  so  distinct  as  to  justify  my  speaking  1 
positivcnessj  but  my  impression  is,  that  hi-  did.  '  .^_, 

Q.  Was  not  he,  Joseph  Parker,  making  his  statement  to  the  Y«n 
Meeting,  relative  to  the  circumstances  connected  with  the  case  of  \M 
nard  Snowdon,  which  was  then  pending,  for  the  decision  of  the  Tat 
Meeting? 
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A.  I  have  stated  before,  that  he  was  not  permitted  to  make  the  state- 
ent  which  it  appeared  he  intended  to  make^  and  therefore  I  caniw>t 
iswer. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  as  you  have  justly  observed^  iShat  the  member  was 
iterrupted  in  his  statement,  but  that  he  had  gone  so  far  as  to  show,  or 
idicate,  the  object  whi(!h  he  had  in  view;  I  woold  ask»  whether  before 
le  interruption,  he  did  not  go  so  far  in  his  statement  as  to  refer  to  some 
ue,  which  was  then  pending  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  its  dcci- 
ionj  and  whether  the  rebuke  was  not  founded  upon  the  impropriety  of 
bii  allading  to  that  case  before  it  came  regularly  before  the  Yearly 
feeting  for  hearing  and  decision? 

A.  I  think  he  had  gone  so  far  as  to  allude  to  a  case,  or  perhaps  cases, 
ihich  were  likely  to  come  before  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  its  considera- 
ion;  and  a  part  of  the  ostensible  ground  for  the  rebuke  was  what  is 
npposed  in  the  question:  but  I  believe  it  was  thought  by  many,  that 
there  was  a  much  more  important  object  in  view,  which  was  to  prevent 
my  thing  from  appearing,  calculated  to  show  circumstances  which  dis- 
Ittllified  the  Friend  proposed,  from  serving  in  that  station:  and  if  this 
vn  the  object,  I  believe  the  success  of  it  was  calculated  to  meet  their 
kures. 

Q.  You  have  stated  this  as  a  part  of  the  ostensible  ground  for  the  re- 
buke; was  any  other  matter  alleged  upon  that  occasion,  by  those  who 
Bttered  the  rebuke,  that  will  justify  the  inference  you  have  drawn  as  to 
its  object? 

A.  My  reason  for  making  use  of  the  word  part^  was,  that  I  recollect 
W  very  few  of  the  expressions  which  were  made  on  that  occasion:  and 
tliose  which  I  do  recollect,  were  of  the  character  alluded  to:  those  which 
(do not  recollect  might  have  been  of  the  same  character,  or  they  might 
iot  Bat  the  circumstances  of  the  case  altogether  formed  the  ground 
hmi  which  I  drew  my  inference. 

[noon.] 

Q.  Did  not  Joseph  Parker  persist  in  his  course  until  several  Friends^ 
Md  tome  of  bis  own  party,  requested  him  to  desist? 

A.  According  to  my  recollection,  I  think  not. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  the  rebuke,  as  marked  with  greater  severity 
Ukd  ankindness  than  you  had  ever  before  witnessed ;  will  you  please  to 
ttatei  as  nearly  as  you  can  recollect,  the  words  that  were  so  severe  and 
mkind? 

'A.  The  severity  of  a  rebuke  does  not  always  entirely  consist  of  words; 
rith  regard  to  words  I  have  not  a  sufBcient  recollection  of  them  to  war- 
lat  my  giving  them. 

Q.  None  of  them? 

A.  As  regards  the  nature  of  the  rebuke,  I  must  refer  to  my  former 
sawers  upon  that  subject.  Among  other  things,  I  might  mention,  that 
[ter  he  had  been  put  down  in  the  manner  stated,  one  of  the  individuals 
bo  had  participated  in  it,  with  a  look^  that  I  am  not  competent  to  de- 
;ribc  in  words,  and  which  I  think  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
lace  upon  paper,  said  to  him,  '^  I  wonder  thee  is  not  ashamed  to  hold 
p  thy  head." 

Q.  Was  there  any  such  sentiment  expressed  in  the  Yearly  Meeting 
'   1827,  as  that  the  representatives,  if  allowed  further  time,  would  be 
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able  to  agree  upon  the  name  of  a  suitable  person  to  serve  the  meetiDg 
as  clerk? 

A.  I  think  there  was  something  of  that  kind  said. 

Q.  By  whom,  and  at  what  time? 

A.  I  think  I  cannot  name  any  individual  in  particular,  having  beca 
now  nearly  four  years  since;  but  it  was  while  the  subject  of  the  appoiot- 
ment  of  a  clerk  was  under  consideration. 

Q.  Did  not  several  of  the  representatives  state,  that  it  would  be  nseleii 
for  them  to  meet  again,  as  there  was  no  probability  o^  their  being  aide 
to  agree? 

A.  I  do  not  distinctly  recollect:  but  am  under  the  impression  that 
something  of  that  kind  was  alleged. 

Q.  Is  it  usual  to  discuss  in  meetings  the  qualifications  of  persons  pro- 
posed for  the  station  of  clerk? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  an  instance  of  this  kind  ever  having  occurred, 
wherein  the  minor  part  of  a  committee  to  whom  the  service  of  nom'int* 
ing  a  clerk  of  a  meeting,  had  ever  before  attempted  to  control  thenuyor 
part,  as  was  understood  to  have  been  the  case  in  this  instance:  butoa 
the  contrary,  nominations  of  this  kind  which  have  been  made  to  the 
meeting,  have  had  the  sanction  of  at  least  the  greater  part  of  such  con-    ! 
mittees;  and  therefore,  I  know  of  no  precedent,  as  regards  usage.    Bat 
the  representatives  in  this  case  not  having  agreed  on  any  name  to  {tft*    . 
sent  to  the  consideration  of  the  meeting,  and  sl  party  in  the  meedngwith   j 
whom  was  the  person  acting  as  clerk  at  the  time,  not  being  willugto    • 
refer  the  subject  again,  the  consideration  of  the  subject  seemed  necetta- 
rily  to  devolve  upon  the  meeting. 

Q.  Were  you  a  representative  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  that  year? 

A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  Is  not  your  position  then,  that  a  minority  only  of  that  body  sap" 
ported  Samuel  Bettle  as  clerk,  an  assumed  one? 

A.   It  is  not  an  assumption  without  evidence. 

Q.  Have  you  any  evidence  derived  from  your  own  knowledge,  of  that 
fact? 

A.  I  think  I  have  better  evidence  for  the  opinion,  than  the  counsel hai 
been  willing  to  take  for  an  opinion  on  former  occasions. 

Comiscl.  That  may  be  a  fair  A//,  but  it  is  not  an  answer  to  my  qae*" 
tion. 

Witness.  As  I  was  not  one  of  the  representatives,  I  of  course  had  no 
personal  knowledge. 

Q.  In  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  was  there  any  name  proposed  fof 
clerk,  but  that  of  Samuel  Bettle? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that  any  other  name  was  proposed. 

Q.  Had  not  Samuel  Bettle  served  the  meeting  as  clerk  for  scfertl 
years;  and  always  been  appointed  without  opposition? 

A.  He  had  served  in  that  station  for  several  years;  but  I  am  notprt* 
pared  to  say,  without  opposition. 

Q.  If  there  had  been  opposition  to  him,  when  and  where  was  it  madd 

A.  At  a  Yearly  Meeting  previously  to  the  one  alluded  to,  I  was  one 
of  the  representatives  from  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  to  whom  the 
subject  of  nominating  a  person  for  clerk,  together  with  the  representa- 
tives from  the  other  Quarters,  was  referred:  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
there  was  some  apprehension  that  Samuel  Bettle  might  not  be  agreed 
upon  by  that  body  as  a  suitable  person  for  that  station,  from  thecircum- 


239 

Dce  of  his  being  nominated  in  so  hasty  a  manner  as  he  was:  hardly 
I  wing  the  representatives  an  opportunity  to  become  seated.  It  be- 
ne therefore  necessary  to  dispose  of  this  nomination  before  any  other 
ne  should  be  given:  or  at  least,  I  think,  it  would  have  been  considered 
her  out  of  the  usual  course  of  proceeding  to  do  so.  There  were, 
vrever,  some  remarks  made  by  one  of  the  representatives  upon  the 
ipriety  of  a  change ;  whereupon  John  Cox,  from  Burlington  Quarterly 
seting,  observed,  that  he  thought  it  was  best  to  make  no  change  at  that 
ne. 

Q.  Was  this  the  only  opposition  to  which  you  allude? 
A.  It  is  all  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  Yearly  Meeting  this  took  place? 
A*  I  do  not  recollect  exactly  the  year;  but  I  think  it  was  1825  or  '26; 
I  referring  to  the  record,  I  find  it  was  in  1824. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  who  made  the  opposition,  and  what  reasons  were 
■igned  for  a  change? 
A.  I  do  not  eeriainly  recollect. 

Qi  As  the  representatives  could  not  agree  upon  any  name  to  propose 
^  tiie  meeting,  did  it  not  follow,  in  conformity  with  the  usage  of  the 
tuij  Meeting,  that  the  former  clerks  must  serve  until  a  new  one  could 
(appointed  by  general  consent? 

A.  There  was  no  usage  as  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  that  had  any 
[ipfication  to  the  case.  But  in  answer  to  the  latter  part  of  the  question, 
te  moH  gtneral  assent  of  the  meeting  should  have  been  taken,  and  in 
lit  caiei  I  believe  that  Samuel  Bettle  would  not  have  been  the  clerk. 
Q*  Ton  have  stated,  that  the  established  usages  of  society  require  that 
ben  any  new  proposition  was  made  to  a  meeting,  in  order  to  adopt  it, 
le  general  concurrence  of  the  meeting  was  requisite;  would  it  not  have 
pea  in  opposition  to  this  usage  for  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  under 
ircBmstances  attending  that  meeting,  to  have  changed  its  clerk  without 
le  general  concurrence  of  the  meeting? 

A  In  the  state  of  that  meeting,  as  a  general  concurrence,  from  what 
ppetred,  could  not  be  expected,  the  most  proper  course,  undoubtedly, 
'OtU  have  been,  that  where  there  was  a  great  difference  as  regards  the 
icmbers  who  differed  in  their  opinions,  that  the  judgment  of  much  the 
ffger  part  should  have  been  consulted,  and  not  that  of  much  the  smaller 
vt 

Q.  Without  admitting  what  I  consider  as  assumption,  that  the  body 
f  representatives  opposed  to  Samuel  Bettle  was  the  major  part  of  that 
ody,  has  it  ever  been  the  usage  of  the  society,  to  conclude  any  question 
spending  before  it  by  a  plurality  of  voices? 

A.  The  religious  Society  of  Friends  having  but  the  one  object  in  view, 
lepromotionof  the  cause  of  righteousness  and  the  good  of  the  individual 
members,  and  no  selfish  or  sinister  ends  to  accomplish,  had  generally 
tta  preserved  in  great  harmony  and  unanimity,  and  had  but  very  rarely 
^  lound  any  difficulty  in  deciding  matters  which  came  before  them  in 
Kir  meetings  for  discipline.  There  was,  therefore,  no  occasion  to  have 
course  to  plurality  of  voices;  but  there  have,  I  believe,  been  many  in- 
iBces  in  the  society  when  a  recourse  has  been  had  to  a  measure  of  this 
ad. 

Q.  In  their  meetings  for  discipline? 
A*  I  think  so. 
Q,  When  and  where? 
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A.  Trom  records  wliich  I  have  seen  of  the  proceedings,  had  in  Seve- 
ral Monthly  Mei'linj^s,  I  think,  which  I  have  had  the  opportunity  to  ex- 
amine, I  think*  the  princi[)lc  in  particular  cases  has  been  sanctioned. 
And  as  my  opportunities  for  examination  have  been  very  limited,  I  think 
it  fair  to  presume,  that  many  other  cases  of  the  same  kind  may  have 
taken  place  elsewhere. 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  iiicctinccs  and  the  cases  where  it  has  occurred? 

A.  In  Chestcrlkld  Monthly  Meclinf',  New  Jersey, on  the  6th  of  Sixth- 
month,  1^91,  the  lullowini;  minute  was  made,  viz:  **  the  building  of  the 
meeting  houses  bcinj^  takrn  into  consideriilion,  a  meeting  house  on  this 
side  is  irencrally  agrcctl  uj)on  to  be  built,  and  the  f^reatcst  part  of  Friends 
think  best  to  have  it  at  the  grave  yard."  Concord  Monthly  Meeting, 
Pennsylvania,  being  applied  to  on  First-month,  1725,  by  Friends  of  Cain 
particular  meeting,  to  assist  them  as  to  the  most  proper  place  to  erect 
a  meeting  house;  r.th  of  roiirth-month.  17'36,  the  Monthly  Meeting  ad- 
dressed Cain  I'reparaiive  on  the  subiert  of  their  request,  to  move  the 
meeting  house  higher  up  the  valley.  •'  It  is  the  mind  of  this  meeting,'* 
(says  the  minute,)  *'that  you  consider  a  little  longer  of  it,  and  get  the 
unanimousconsent  of  all  that  are  likely  to  belong  to  that  meeting, and  bring 
their  names  to  this  meeting  when  you  have  so  agreed:"  and  the  committee 
was  continued:  and  3d  of  F/rifhth-month,  17'3'^  a  minute  is  recorded  on 
the  subject  as  follows,  viz:  **  some  of  those  Friends  appointed  to  go  and 
assist  the  Friends  of  Cain  meeting  reports  they  have  been,  and  finds  the 
greater  parf  of  them  most  inclinable  to  build  their  meeting  house  upon 
the  further  side  of  the  valley  upon  the  mountain:  ffiereforc^  this  mcedng 
leaves  them  to  their  liberty  to  purchase  a  picre  of  ground  according  as 
they  have  proposed,  and  lay  the  same  before  the  Quarterly  Meeting  for 
their  approbation.'* — ^fConcord  Montlily  Meeting  records,  1st  vol.  let- 
ter A,  pages  234,  32.1,  -Jjn,  and  .::7.  ]  iiucks  (Quarterly  Meeting  re- 
quested the  judgment  of  its  Monthly  Meetings,  as  to  the  propriety  of 
again  proposing  to  the  Yearly  Meetinjr  to  do  away  a  certain  rule  of  dis- 
cipline, which  it  appears  was  not  satislactory  to  Friends  of  said  Quarter, 
as  appears  from  Bucks  Quarter  records,  tlu-  .10th  of  Fifth-month,  ir54; 
Middletown  Monthly  Meetiiu';  took  tin  subject  under  consideration,  and 
appointed  a  committee  to  confer  and  report  thereon,  as  appears  from 
Middletown  records,  the  C^lh  of  Sixth-month,  1734.  On  the  4th  of  Se- 
venth-month, of  the  same  yt'ar,  the  committee,  composed  of  seven  Friends, 
reported  as  follows:— **•  notwithstanding,  we  do  not  see  the  necessity  of 
such  a  rule  of  discipline,  yeJ.  as  tiic  niatlor  went  last  year  from  ourQuar 
ter  to  the  Yearly  Meetin;^-  to  be  reconsidered,  and  occasioned  a  long  and 
tedious  debate,  tending  rather  to  divide  th?Ji  unite  Friends,  we  are  not 
desirous  that  it  should  go  aijiiin  from  our  Quarter  at  this  time;  belief 
ing  a  friendly  coyulrsccnsion  may  prove  the  properest  means  of  obtain- 
ing the  most  sr.tislVxtory  conclusion  in  this  mattei-;  which  is  neverthe- 
less submitted  to  the  meetinj,^  by  William  Croasdalc,  and  others;  W> 
which  opinion  the  meeting  not  agreeing,  it  is  ordered  to  be  sent  to  the 
Quarterly  Meeting  as  the  opinion  of  the  isrniter  pnrl  of  this  mectingi 
that  the  matter  should  ho.  again  referred  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  to  be  ^^ 
considered."  liucks  Quarter,  held  39th  of  F.ighth-monih,  1734,  state* 
*' that  it  appears  to  be  the  sense  of  the  t^rvnlvr  fn-f  r\\*  Friends,  that  it  is 
necessary  that  it  be  a.^ain  returned  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  reconsi- 
deration." It  was  accordingly  sent  u])  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  as  the 
**."?f;?6r  of  thr  iircntir part*'  of  Friends,  that  f^aid  rule  ought  to  be  discon- 
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bnvd.     In   I7j6,  the  Yearly  Meeiing  agreed  to  consider  .&t  the 
ntetlng,  1759,  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  meet  at  Philadelpl 
lUoplher.     In   1759,  it  was  cominned  until    1760;  when,  as  «£tracte4K] 
from  the  book  of  discipline  primed  in  1797,  page  138,  the  following  ap*'j 

Em:  "  the  consideration  of  the  place  most  proper  for  holdini;  our  Yearljf^l 
Ktin|>s  for  business  in  future,  now  coming  under  the  solid  notice  anit^^ 
Anght  of  this  meeting,  and  much   time  being  spent  thereon,  and  full 

Pmunilj'  giren,  for  a  fiee  communication  of  Friends'  sentiments,  and 
ulming  influences  of  gospel  love  being  over  us,  it  appears  lo  be  the 
tM  general  tense,  that  as  Philadelphia  is  the  nearest  central  for  the  body 
if  the  society,  it  is  therefore,  the  most  convenient  for  that  purpose." 
Rwn  these  records,  as  well  as  others  which  might  be  produced  of  a  like 
Airacter,  it  appears  that  meetings  for  discipline  have  fretjuenlly  found 
Hupedient,  when  the  meeting  was  not  united,  to  take  the  most  general 
MW,  or  the  sense  of  the  larger  part  of  the  meeting,  as  being  safer  than 
iBtike  the  sense  of  the  smaller  part,  as  the  judgment  of  the  meeting. 
There  is,  however,  another  practice  in  the  society,  which  in  my  appre- 
liention  has  a  very  close  connexion  with  this  subject.  In  the  case  where 
hdltiduals  have  been  disowned  by  a  Monthly  Meeting,  and  when  they 
biireteen  proper  lo  appeal  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  the  judgment  there 
confirmed,  and  from  thence  taken  up  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  a  com. 
Biittee  has  been  appointed  to  investigate  the  matter,  the  majority  of  that 
Committee  always,  and  in  every  instance,  as  far  as  my  recollection  goes, 
JktTB  signed  the  report,  and  the  decision  of  the  meeting,  1  belie' 
been  uniformily  in  accordance  with  that  leport ;  and  an  instance  in  par*' 
licular,  which  I  recollect,  when  the  committee  on  an  appeal  thus  brought 
lip  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  reported  by  a  majority  of  but  one  over  ihft 
biif  of  their  number;  and  although  the  case  was  one  which  excited  very 
tomiderable  interest,  as  being  thought  to  heat  the  foundation  of  the  ditfi- 
tvltits  which  have  since  been  experienced  among  Friends,  and  which 
dccame,  therefore,  a  case  in  which  the  parties  which  have  since  appeared 
B  the  society,  more  strongly  distinguished,  each  appeared  to  take  aside. 
t  icy,  notwithstanding  such  was  the  character  of  the  case,  and  it  was 
Wleved  by  those  Friends  who  thought  that  the  judgment  of  the  Monthly 
Meeting  in  that  case  ought  lo  be  confirmed,  that  great  exertions  would 
>Vwed  by  those  who  strove  to  have  it  otherwise,  to  get  a  majority  in  fa- 
'Mtof  so  reporting.  Yet  white  the  subject  was  pending,  and  before 
tfcc  report  came  in,  it  appeared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  most  judicious  part 
if  Frwnds  that  I  heard  speak  upon  the  subject,  that  although  it  was  be- 
lifed  that  much  the  greater  part  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  would  be  in  fa- 
^rof  confirming  the  judgment  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  as  approved 
•J  the  Quarter,  yet  if  there  should  be  a  majority  of  the  committee,  who 
■otld  report  otherwise,  it  was  thought  it  would  be  best  to  submit.  Such 
iTeiwrl  as  I  have  before  mentioned,  signed  by  barely  one  of  a  majority, 
•u  produced,  in  favour  of  laying  aside  the  judgment  of  the  Monthly 
Kieung  as  confirmed  by  the  Quarter,  in  the  case,  and  l' 
•  the  principle,  acquiesced  in  it. 

I  night  further  add,  while  upon  this  subject,  that  so  careful  bav 
Mend*  been,  that  the  minority  should  in  no  case  rule  the  majority,  thi 
Htances  have  occurred  where  propositions  have  been  referred  dow 
mn  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  Quarterly  Meetings,  to  the  inferior  mee 
\f»,  in  order  that  a  full  expression  of  sentiment  might  be  had,  and  thj 

^e  clear  sense  of  all  interested  might  be  obtained,  and  the  results  tht 
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ing,  true 
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ascertained  in  ihe  inferior  meetings,  to  be  ten 
whence  tlie  proposition  had  emanated,  before 


lip  to  the  superior  Tron 
any  conclusion  would  be 


u  lielcl  in  your  hand  a  piper 
xiracts  from  the  recordtst 
irds  of  those  meetings, 


Q.  In  the  first  branch  of  your  answer,  y 
wihicii  I  understood  you  to  say,  contained 
certain  meetings:  did  you  examine  the  re 
make  those  cx.tracls  youraelfi' 

A.  1  did  examine  the  records,  and  compared  them  with  those  extraclL 

Q.  In  every  case  which  you  have  read,  and  which  has  been  Uka 
down  by  the  examiner? 

A.  I  believe  in  every  case. 

Q.  Have  you  given  all  that  those  records  contained,  in  reference  In 
each  of  ihe  subjects  you  have  treated  of;  or  in  other  words,  do 
extracts  contain  all  tliat  the  records  of  those  meetings  contain  in  relw- 
ence  to  the  subjects  treated  of  in  those  extracts? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  any  thing  was  omitted.  There  certiinfj' 
was  no  design  to  omit  any  thing  calculated  to  wealtcn  the  force  of  the 
argument  for  which  those  extracts  were  made  or  produced. 

Q.  My  purpose  is  nut  to  impute  any  such  design  to  the  witness  a$bc 
has  alluded  to;  but  1  would  ask  whether  he  himself  examined  thoH  re- 
cords further  than  to  ascertain  that  the  extracts  he  has  read  were  cat- 
rcctly  copied  from  them? 

A.  Yes;  I  did  examine  the  records  further  than  the  query  supposes. 

Q.  From  that  examination,  did  it  appear  that  there  was  any  vole,  or 
count  of  numbers,  talten  and  recorded  on  those  minutes? 

A.  It  did  not  appear  upon  the  record,  as  far  as  I  discovered.  In  wli>I 
way  Ihe  fact  was  ascertained,  it  was  sufficient,  as  I  apprehend,  for  itu 
state  the  fact  as  it  stood. 

Q.  Does  it  appear  by  those  records,  by  whom  the  sense  of  the  greaiw 
number  of  Friends  in  the  cases  there  alluded  to,  was  collected! 

A.  1  think  there  is  no  person  named  in  the  record  who  had  a  dul^M 
that  kind  assigned  to  him,  as  far  as  I  discovered. 

Q.  Did  the  records  appear  to  be  in  the  handwritings  respectivelT  J 
those  who  were  clerks  of  those  respective  meetings,  at  the  times  d" 
records  in  question  purport  to  have  been  made? 

A.  I  think  most  of  those  records  to  which  I  have  alluded  beirdit^ 
perhaps  nearly  seventy  years  ago;  I  had  not  an  opportunity,  therefoKi 
of  being  acquainted  with  the  handwriting  of  the  persons  who  might  hirt 
acted  as  clerks:  and  as  I  profess  to  have  no  knowledge  of  the  handwrilioE 
of  the  clerks,  I  am  unaljle  to  answer  that  question.  They  appeawllt 
be  ancient  records,  such  as  would  very  well  justify  the  opinion  that  ihtf 
had  been  written  near  the  time  of  their  several  dates.  1  suppose,  hoi^ 
ever,  that  those  records  were  made  by  the  clerks. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  or  hear  of  a  vote  or  count  of  numbers  l)eil 
taken  in  any  meeting  for  discipline  on  a  subject  under  its  discussion! 

A.  According  to  the  common  ideas  entertained  with  regard  to  roli« 
I  never  did. 

Q.  Does  the  society  of  which  you  are  a  member, 
ciple  of  numbers  or  majorities  as  the  ground  of  deci 
for  discipline? 

A.  When  decisions  have  been  come  to,  I  believe  the  most 
sense  has  governed,  with  the  exception  of  many  instances  which  occuM 
between  the  years  1323  and  1826. 


;ognise  the  pri* 
1  in  its  meetior^ 


Ica  in  case 

5  where  party  reeling  prevailed 

nces  they  would  record  as  such 

f  the  meet 

ng.     ThereToi-e,  as  regards  the 

lay  down 

no  rule,  as  it  regards  usage  on 
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Q.  Ho  I  understand  you  llien  as  giving  the  opinion  that  ihat  is  the 
ground,  wiih  ihe  exceptions  you  have  mentioned,  upon  which  the  de- 
cisions of  meetings  have  been  founded? 

A,  As  !  observed  in  a  former  answer,  when  the  society  had  but  the 
one  object  in  view,  there  was  much  harmony  generally  prevailing  as  far 
as  my  knowledge  extended  in  meetings  for  discipline :  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity (o  ascertain  majorities  or  minorities. 
Q.   What  was  the  ground  of  its  decisions  IhenP 

A.  Aa  I  have  staled  before,  lo  promote  the  cause  of  truth  and  righte- 
ousness, and  the  good  of  the  members. 

Q.  Has  it  not  been  always  the  uniform  usage  of  the  society  for  the 
sense  of  its  meetings  to  be  collected  and  recorded  by  their  clerks? 

A.  I  might  refer  to  a  former  answer  on  that  suhjecl,  I  can  answer, 
KoreTer,  the  question  more  specifically.  At  the  period  of  the  society 
to  which  I  alluded,  when  harmony  prevailed,  there  was  but  little  dlfR- 
eitltf  in  ascertaining  the  sense  of  the  meeting  by  the  clerk.  Of  latter 
lime,  previously  to  the  separation,  1  believe  the  clerks  in  most  instances 
wcremore  or  less  inclined  to  the  one  or  the  other  side  of  the  controversy: 
sndif  ihey  should  make  mini  " 
itvould  not  be  wonderful  if  ir 
vhat  was  not  the  true  sense  c 
period  last  alluded  to,  1  can 
that  subject. 

[The  cjuestion  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  when  he  says:]  It  has 
been,  no  doubt,  the  design  of  the  society,  that  the  clerks  of  their  meet- 
log's  for  discipline  should  collect  and  record  the  sense  of  the  meeting. 

Counsel.  I  would  remind  the  witness,  that  I  do  not  think  he  has  an- 
•"ered  the  question. 

Witness.   It  was  my  design  to  give  as  full  an  answer  lo  that  question, 

«w«ll  as  all  others  put  in  this  examination,  as  is  in  my  power  to  do: 

^^A^if  I  have  failed  doing  it  in  this  case,  it  is  not  for  want  of  willlng- 

^^^ni|  but  either  I  do  not  understand  the  question,  or  it  is  a  want  of  ca- 

^P  «0a  the  question  being  again  read,  he  says'  that  he  meant  to  be  undcr- 
Mood  as  answering  it  affirmatively,  with  the  exception  of  latter  limes, 
•ince  the  difficulties  took  place  in  the  society. 
Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Saturday  morning,  March  19,  10  o'clock.  Cross-examination  of 
Chirles  Stokes  continued.     Present  as  before. 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown.  When  a  subject  is  brought  before  a  meeting 
•f  discipline,  for  its  decision,  has  it  not  often  happened  that  it  was  de- 
tided  with  the  expression  of  the  sentiments  of  hut  very  few  of  the  mera- 
ben  present? 

A.  It  has  frequently  happened,  in  cases  of  the  kind  alluded  to,  that 
butssmall  proportion  of  the  members  present,  have  expressed  the  sense 
of  Ihe  meeting;  as  has  been  evidenced  by  the  tacit  consent  of  such  as 
hire  not  spoken.  But  never,  to  my  knowledge,  in  opposition  to  the  ex- 
pression of  the  larger  par/. 

(j.  Has  it  ever  been  usual  for  nil  Ihe  members  present  to  give  a  senti- 
meol  on  subjects  that  come  before  meetings  for  discipline? 

A.  I  presume  it  has  not  been  the  common  usage,  though  they  might 
\n*  Uie  right  to  do  so. 
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(j.  TKe  c|uestian  is,  has  it  tver  been  usual^  or  did  you  ever  know  u 
instance  where  il  was  done? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  an  inslance  of  ihat  kind. 

Q.  You  state,  that  according  to  the  established  usage  of  the  Socleif 
of  Friends,  the  clerk  is  the  proper  person  to  collect  and  record  the* 
of  the  meeting, — in  performing  this  duty,  did  you  ever  know  a  clerk  n 
count  the  speakers  in  favour  of,  or  against,  a  proposition   before  tbt 

A-  At  the  lime  I  stated  that  the  clerk  was  the  proper  person  to  collect 
and  record  the  sense  of  the  meeting,  my  understanding  of  the  subject 
was,  and  is,  that  his  judgment  was  not  imperative  in  the  case;  but  thai 
he  is,  or  ought  to  be.  the  servant  of  the  meeting:  and  if  he,  in  record- 
ing what  he  apprehends  to  be  the  sense  of  the  meeting,  should  record 
that  for  the  sense  which  is  not  the  sense,  the  record  would  be  null,  i 
of  no  avail,  even  though  he  might  persist  in  retaining  it.  And  alttioogh 
t  am  not  aware  that  1  have  ever  known  a  clerk  of  a  meeting  to  make  ai 
actual  enumeration,  hy  either  scoring  down,  or  in  any  other  way,  asoaC) 
two,  three,  &c.  yei,  in  collecting  the  sense  of  a  meeting,  I  should  think 
lhat  he  must  necessarily  balance  numbers,  in  some  way,  in  his  mind,  ia 
order  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion,  as  to  what  was  the  sense  of  the  meetiBg. 

Q.  You  state,  that  in  the  society  of  which  you  arc  a  member,  n' 
decisions  have  been  come  to,  the  most  general  tense  has  governed,— bo» 
large  a  majority  is  necessary  to  constitute  \.he  tnosl general seiue?  or  in 
bare  majority  on  either  side  what  you  mean  by  that  term? 

A.  That  is  a  matter  to  be  judged  of  by  the  meeting  itself,  accorilisg 
to  the  circumstances  which  may  govern  in  the  case.  But  never  so  as  to 
justify  a  minority  in  forcing  their  measures  upon  a  majority.  Who 
harmony  prevailed  in  the  management  of  the  concerns  of  society, 
although  a  difference  of  views  might  be  had  on  some  occasioni,  yd 
Friends  were  disposed  to  cultivate  a  spirit  of  condescension  and  for- 
bearance' 

o  enumeration  of  the  speakers,  for  or  against  the  pro- 
Id  the  meeting,  or  the  clerk,  determine  on  which  sifc 
ense  preponderated,  in  cases  where  the  speakers  vert 

lO  more  familiar  way  that  I  can  elucidate  this  subject 
e,  who,  like  the  counsel,  has  not  been  in  the  habitof 
ig  our  meetings  for  discipline,  and  thus  seeing  for  himself  hot 
latters  are  settled,  than  by  supposing  a  case.  If  a  propositlMi 
were  now  made  for  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  the  present  compuTi 
who  claimed  to  be  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  who  ai^  nowi* 
this  room,  in  which  there  was  a  diflerence  in  sentiment,  and  thecouniel 
himself  to  act  in  the  capacity  of  clerk,  to  gather  and  collect  the  mvK 
general  sense— and  to  illustrate  the  matter  further,  we  will  supposeiltB' 
be  a  question  of  a  party  character,  the  two  Friends  were  present,  flfr 
press  their  opinion  on  the  one  side,  and  the  four  Orthodox  Friends,  i*- 
called,  should  express  theip  opinion  on  the  other  side,  he  can  Uiev 
readily  conceive  which  he  wottld  consider  the  most  general  aenit. 
"  ■    ""  3om— of  course  it  wi 

ippose  there  were  five  hundred! 
my  answer,  being  applied  to^ 
Iter  familiar,  but  the  same  n 


Q.  If  there  is 
position,  how  wc 
the  most  general 
nearly  equal  in  n 

A.  I  know  of 
to  the  mind  of  c 
atteni 


Counsel.  There  are  but  nine  persons  in  the 
be  easily  ascertained  in  that  way;  but  s 

A.  In   the  case  supposed   by  me,  in 
small  number,  in,  order  to  make  the  m: 


k.^ 
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I  ihod  would  be  appUcablr.  in  a  degree  more  or  less,  to  a  larger  number;  ', 

'  though  it  would  not  be  done,  probably,  with  the  same  precision. 

Q.  Would  your  illustration  be  applicable  in  a  case  where  a  large  as-  i 

tembly  was  collected,  the  speakers  nearly  equally  divided,  and  no  count 
of  numbers^ 

A.  The  difficulties  in  such  a  case,  as  supposed  in  the  question,  would 
be  very  much  increased,  especially  if  there  should  be  a  disposition  in  the 
opposite  sides  of  the  question,  each  one  to  persist;  and  what  course 
would  be  taken  in  such  a  case,  as  I  am  not  aware  that  1  ever  witnessed 
mch  a  one,  is  difficult  for  me  to  say- 

Q.  If  a  part  of  the  meeting  should  contend  that  the  most  general  tense 
was  on  one  side,  and  the  other  part  should  contend  that  it  was  on  the 
other  side,  on  the  principle  you  adopt,  how  would  the  clerk  decide,  ex- 
cept by  a  count,  or  takinjr  the  yeas  and  nays  ? 

A.  I  think  the  case,  1  supposed,  with  regard  to  the  number  in  this  ) 

room,  although  not  entirely  applicable  as  regards  numbers,  yet  may 
serve  to  illustrate  the  manner  of  arriving  at  a  judgment ;  and  if  he  had 
arrived  at  a  wrong  conclusion,  and  recorded  it  as  the  sense  of  the  meet- 
ing', if  twice  as  many  disapproved  of  the  record,  as  being  the  sense  of 
the  meeting  as  approved  thereof,  the  record  itself,  I  conceive,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  whatsoever,  would,  and  ought  to  be  a  void  record. 

Q.  How  would  you  ascertain  that  there  were  twice  as  many  who  dis- 
approved, without  an  actual  count? 

A.  I  have  been  very  desirous  to  familiarize  our  practices  in  this  re- 
spect to  the  comprehension  of  the  counsel. 

Counsel.  It  is  not  for  the  counsel  that  the  question  is  put,  but  for  the 
information  of  those  who  are  to  decide  this  cause. 

Witness  proceeds.  And  which  I  could  have  hoped  would  be  suHicient 
information  upon  this  subject  for  any  intelligent  minds.  To  answer 
further,  I  must  acknowledge  that  it  would  be  very  difBcult  to  make  any 
person  who  has  not  been  in  the  habit  of  attending  our  meetings  for  dis- 
cipline, comprehend  the  manner  in  which  conclusions  are  arrived  at  in 
■ucb  cases;  further  than  what  would  be  the  conviction  of  any  man,  that 
the  person  who  thus  sought  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  in  the  matter 
■poken  of,  would  be  under  the  necessity  of  exercising  his  rational  facul- 
ties as  a  man. 

Q.  If  the  principle  of  majorities,  or|a  count  of  numbers,  is  the  ground 
of  decision  in  meetings  for  discipline,  would  not  the  difficulty  be  re- 
moved at  once  by  a  count  of  the  speakers  on  each  aide;  and  does  not 
all  the  difficulty  you  speak  of,  arise  from  the  fact,  that  the  principle  of 
majorities  has  never  been  recognised  in  the  meetings  for  discipline  of 
the  Society  of  Friends,  as  the  ground  of  its  decisions? 

A.  The  counsel  has  supposed  in  the  question,  what  I  apprehend  I 
hive  not  conceded  to  be  the  ground  of  decision  in  our  meetings  for  dis- 
cipline: and  therefore  this  branch  of  the  question,  I  apprehend,  will  need 
no  further  reply.  As  to  the  other  branch,  as  regards  the  cause  of  diffi- 
culties, the  question  is  not  correct,  as  I  apprehend,  in  its  supposition; 
for  the  difficulties  of  which  I  have  spoken,  have,  as  I  apprehend,  been  i 

greatly  occasioned  by  a  minority  in  the  society,  seeking  to  govern  the  i 

Urger  part.  ' 

Q.  The  difficulties  to  which  the  question  alludes,  are  those  growing  | 

out  of  the  manner  of  collecting  the  sense  of  meetings,  and  oT  which 
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tlie  witness  has  spoken,  in  his  answers  to  some  or  the  preceding  <\ 
lions  ? 

A.  The  (lifBcult'ies,  as  regards  this  matter,  have  been  mainly  oca 
sioned,  as  I  apprehend,  not  because  the  sense  of  the  meeting  could  K"^ 
be  ascertained;  but  because  the  clerk  waa  predisposed  to  act  wilJi 
minor  parly  in  the  meeting,  and  to  record  their  will  as  the  sense  of  ll 
whole  meeting. 

The  witness  is  again  referred  to  the  question,  when  he  further  ■ 
swers: — In  a  case,  such  as  was  supposed  in  a  previous  question,  wha 
the  meeting  might  be  very  nearly  equally  divided,  as  to  the  manner  i| 
which  a  conclusion  would  be  arrived  at,  I  think,  under  circumatanct 
where,  as  I  staled,  the  difTereiU  parties  in  the  meeting  should  each  n 
fuse  to  yield,  and  be  disposed  to  persist;  although  this  supposes  a  cM 
and  state  of  things  which  I  do  not  remember  ever  to  have  wiineued«l 
least  previously  to  the  year  1323 ;  yet,  in  such  a  case,  according  to  ■ 
apprehension  of  the  true  order  of  the  religious  Society  of  Friends,  U 
what  would  be  consistent  with  their  professions  and  character  for  mot 
ration  and  forbearance,  that  no  step  as  regards  business  would  be  uka 
but  if  they  were  bound  by  the  testimonies  held  sacred  by  the  socieq 
ihey  would  not  be  disposed,  brother  to  contend  with  brother,  in  the  hi 
of  party  excitement,  but  ihey  would  say,  "we  disagree  upon  this  <)« 
tion,  we  however  have  the  same  grand  object  in  view,  let  tis  not  Ibtt 
fore  heighten  the  excitement  by  contention,  for  we  are  brethren;  leil 
therefore  return  to  our  homes  and  our  dwellings;  let  us  reflect  Bpl 
what  we  have  done;  let  us  endeavour  to  become  humble  in  our  mini 
and  as  the  truth  is  one,  let  us  endeavour  to  observe  its  directions;  u 
when  we  come  together  at  a  future  time,  we  may  then  be  enabled  tQ^ 
as  eye  to  eye."  And  if  under  such  circumstances  a  disposition  was  <m 
tinued  in  to  persist,  without  adopting  the  course  which  I  have  suppoa 
the  corwct  one,  it  appears  to  me  that  a  divition  of  the  society  w(m_^ 
very  probably  ensue.  But  that  the  difficulties  would  be  lessened  by 
count  of  the  numbers,  I  am  not  prepared  lo  concede  would  take  plat 
on  all  occasions ;  for  where  a  large  society  should  be  equally  divid«I(l 
so  nearly  so  as  that  one  part  should  have  a  very  small  majority,  M 
make  the  minor  part  on  all  occasions  submit,  it  might  create  n  lUieH 
things  by  no  means  agreeable.  But  I  wish  it  distinctly  understood,fl 
placed  upon  the  record,  that  this  part  of  the  answer,  with  reganl  m 
division  under  such  circumstances,  beingcompared  with  the  other cM 
alluded  to,  I  consider  lo  have  no  application  to  any  state  of  society  wfail 
has  existed,  only  as  I  have  mentioned  In  a  former  answer,  but  only  I 
way  of  endeavouring  to  satisfy  the  counsel,  with  regard  to  a  qucMii 
which  I  thought  had  already  been  previously  sufficiently  Answered.  .  ■ 

Q.  My  question,  as  I  have  before  staled,  relates  entirely  to  the  ^ 
culty  which  the  witness  says  he  linds  in  explaining  the  mode  of  deta 
ing  tn  the  meetings  for  discipline  of  the  society,  to  persons  unacquain)^ 
with  them;  and  whether  that  difRcully  does  not  arise  from  the  fM 
that  the  principle  of  majorities  is  not  the  ground  of  decisions  in  Uiol 
meetings? 

A.  The  difficulty  of  explaining  to   the  counsel,  docs  very  p 

arise  from  that  cause.    But  not  the  difficulty  of  deciding  in  our  meetu^ 
*     for  discipline.  ^* 

Q,  Vou  admit  then,  that  the  principle  of  majorities  is  not  the  g 
of  decisions  in  meetings  for  discipline? 


-••  ^'  ■ 


A .  I  think  I  have  frequently  before  stated,  in  ray  former  answers,  the 
manner  of  arriving  at  decisions  in  our  meclings  for  discipline.  If  it  is 
Mcessary,  however,  I  can  again  repeat  it.  The  manner  of  arriving  at 
decisions  in  our  meetings  for  discipline,  while  the  society,  as  I  before 
Mated,  harmonized  together,  had  but  the.onc  object  in  view,  and  no  self- 
ish or  sinister  ends  to  promote,  there  was,  as  can  very  readily  be  con- 
ceived, but  very  little  difficulty.  But  when  a  party  arose  in  the  society, 
wad  sought  to  rule  its  decisions,  let  them  be  never  so  much  in  the  mi- 
Dority,  their  sense  could  not  be  taken  for  the  sense  of  the  meeting.  Dut 
fi^quenllyon  occasions  before  the  rise  of  this  party,  that  1  have  alluded 
to  in  the  society,  where  a  diversity  of  sentiment  prevailed  in  a  meeting 
for  discipline,  it  has  been  customary  for  the  general  sense  to  l>e  taken,  as 
th&-judgment  of  the  meeting;  and  mostly  there  has  been  a  spirit  of  con- 
descension on  the  part  of  the  minority,  and  acquiescence  in  the  judg- 
ment of  what  appeared  [o  be  the  general  ttme;  but  never  perhaps,  (with 
ihe  exceptions  before  alluded  to  as  to  time.)  did  we  see  in  our  meetings 
for  dUcipliue,  one-third,  one-fourth,  one-fifth,  or  perhaps  even  down  to 
the  one-twentieth  part  of  the  meeting,  and  perhaps  in  a  proportion  still 
more  unequal,  undertake  to  set  up  their  judgment  in  opposition  to  the 
two-thirds,  three-fourths,  four-fifths,  nineteen-twentieths,  or  still  greater 
proportions,  as  the  sense  of  the  meeting;  and  afterwards  to  undertake 
to  deal  with  and  to  disown  them,  and  to  appropriate  the  property  which 
had  been  bought  and  paid  for  with  the  money  of  the  members  generally, 
and  in  many  instances  where  the  few  thus  instanced,  would  undertake 
to  rule  the  majority — perhaps  have  contributed  but  a  very  small  share 
towards  the  actual  costs,  to  appropriate  property  thus  obtained  to  their 
own  use,  or  claim  it  as  their  own  right,  to  the  exclusion  of  those  who 
had  bought  it,  and  principally  paid  therefor. 

Adjourned,  to  meet  at  the  same  place,  until  Tuesday  morning,  at  10 
o'clock. 

Tuesday  morning,  March  22nd,  ten  o'clock.  Cross-examination  of 
Charles  Stokes  continued.  Present,  Mr.  Price  for  Complainant,  Uc.  and 
Mr.  Sloan  for  Joseph  Hendrickson. 

'  Question  by  Mr.  Sloan.  I  perceive  by  the  close  of  the  examination  on 
Stturday,  at  which  I  was  not  present,  a  variety  of  (Questions  relating  to 
the  mode  of  decisions  in  meetings  for  discipline;  the  witness  appears  to 
h»Te  given  his  views  perhaps  fully  upon  that  subject,  from  which  an  in- 
ference may  be  drawn  as  to  his  opinion  on  that  point;  but  the  question 
does  not  appear  to  be  directly  answered;  he  must  therefore  pardon  me 
for  again  inquiring  whether  the  principle  of  deciding  by  majorities,  has 
[Ter  been  adopted  by  the  Society  of  Friends  in  their  meetings  for  dis- 
cipline? 
A.  I  had  thought  that  I  had  given  my  views  upon  that  subject  with 

J  officient  clearness:  if,  however,  that  has  not  been  the  case,  as  it  appears 
it  is  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  counsel,  I  am  willing  to  endeavour  to  give 
»J  views  on  that  subject,  as  fully  as  I  am  capable.  In  the  first  place,  I 
■onld  wish  it  to  be  understood  as  having  been  the  usage  of  the  Society 

I  efFriends,  that  the  principle  of  deciding  in  our  meetings  for  discipline, 
iu  nevtr  in  any  instance  been  in  favour  of  minorities.  If  this  negative 
mode  of  answering  the  question,  is  still  not  satisfactory,  although  it 
nay  have  a  tendency  to  unnecessarily  prolong  this  examination  and  ex- 
tend the  record,  yet  1  Itnow  of  no  better  way  to  give  what  has  been  the 
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usage  of  society  on  this  lubjecti  than  by  introilucing  what  has  been  the 
practice  of  the  society,  as  appears  by  its  ancient  records,  in  cases  when 
it  appears  ihere  was  not  unanimity  among  the  members;  and  alto  bj 
giving  the  sentiments  of  such  as  have  been  held  of  good  au  thority  in  iht 
soctciy.  And  as  regards  the  first  branch  of  my  proposed  answetf 
perhaps  I  cannot  do  better  than  to  give  extracts  from  those  recordi 
themselves;  which  tend  to  show,  that  in  cases  such  as  alluded  to,  it  wn 
customary  to  lake  measures  to  consult  the  whole  body  of  Friends  cs» 
cerning  it,  even  though  they  tnight  not  be  present  at  the  meeting,  whet 
the  question  was  to  be  settled.  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting,  held  the  3«ll 
of  Ninth-month,  iris,  "thinks  it  may  be  of  service  that  there  be  Ti4> 
ters  appointed,  but  is  left  tu  each  Monthly  Meeting  for  further  conridt 
ration,  and  to  give  their  sense  to  next  Quarterly  Meeting."  The  cut 
was  continued  under  care  of  Ihe  Quarter  until  30th  of  Sixth-moath, 
1716,  when  the  following  minute  was  recorded,  "  This  meeting  hu 
pretty  weightily  considered  and  discoursed  concerning  the  service  of 
visiters,  and  both  Monthly  Meetings  agree  prtlly  unanimmitly,  thtlh 
will  be  of  good  service;  therefore  this  meeting  orders  that  each  Monthly 
Meeting  choose  both  men  and  women  Friends,  qualified  for  the  ban- 
ness,  and  go  upon  it  with  as  much  expedition  as  may  be  convenient." 
At  the  said  Quarter,  held  aSth  of  Twelfth-month,  1739,  it  was  propoid 
that  there  be  but  two  Youths'  Meetings,  ''  which  proposals  are  recont- 
mended  to  each  Monthly  Meeting  to  consider  of,  and  then  to  bring  thdr 
mind  thereon  to  next  Quarter  Meeting,  in  their  respective  reports."— 
At  the  next  Quarter,  held  39th  of  Third-month,  1740,  a  minute  on  the 
subject  is  recorded  in  these  words:  "What  was  recommended  from  lift 
Quarter  Meeting  to  the  several  MtJlflhly  Meetings,  about  altering  tlw 
meetings,  being  something  discoursed,  and  it  appearing  by  the  report!  10 
be  chiefly  the  mind  of  Friends,  that  the  said  meetings  should  continue li 
Ihey  are  at  present — therefore  agreed,  they  continue  as  at  present  ihef 
are."  And  at  said  Quarterly  Meeting,  held  31st  of  Sixth-month,  IT«, 
the  following  minute  was  made — "the  case  recommended  by  the  lul 
meeting,  to  the  several  Monthly  Meetings,  for  consideration,  haviBg 
been  considered  in  the  said  meetings,  and  by  the  Falls  and  Middletow* 
Monthly  Meetings,  reports,  it  is  desired  that  it  may  be  proposed  to  the 
Yearly  Meeting  for  further  advice  therein ;  and  by  Buckingham  Monthly 
Meeting's  report  it  appears,  that  they  submit  the  matter  to  the  khmm 
the  Quarterly  Meeting:  and  the  matter  having  been  debated,  it  appeifl 
to  be  the  sense  of  the  general  pari  of  this  meeting,  that  its  heat  to  bl 
proposed  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  further  advice  therein."  AtBockt 
Quarter,  26th  of  Sixth-month,  1735,  a  minute  was  recorded  as  fotknnl 
"By  the  abstract  aforesaid,"  (meaning  the  yearly  extracts,)  "inUtoB^ 
pears  that  in  the  London  epistle  it  was  proposed  for  an  alteration  in  IW 
time  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  was  referred  to  each  Quarter  Meet- 
ing to  consider  of,  and  of  the  conveniency  or  inconveniency  which  stA 
an  alteration  may  produce,  which  this  meeting  having  duly  considered) 
doth  agree  unanimously,  that  it  will  be  beat  to  continue  as  it  is  at  presesq 
for  such  an  alteration  as  therein  proposed,  will  produce  several  incooTfr 
niencea."  What  the  sense  of  the  remaining  Quarters  were,  I  know  BOt,  ■ 
but  presume  they  were  not  in  favour  of  the  proposed  alteration,  aa  ibt 
Yearly  Meeting  continued  to  be  held  as  usual  in  Seventh-month  oT 
each  year.  Which  cKtract  last  made  in  particular,  I  think  eslablisha 
two  important  point9,"/r»/,  that  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  PhUtdelphll 
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r&s  independent,  a>  regards  any  authority  which  was,  or  could  be,  ez:er- 
SMd  b]r  any  other  Yearly  Meetingj  over  its  proceedings.  The  next  point 
I,  that  the  members  constituting  the  Yearly  Meeting,  were  considered 
IS  having  an  undoubted  right  to  participate  in  its  deli  be  ratio  as,  aD4  the 
\aurai  »ente,  when  thus  ascertained,  should  form  the  basis  upon  which 
ta  conclusions  ought  to  rest.  The  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Seventh- 
Bootb,  1726, — "the  proposal  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Bucks  made 
Wt  year  for  a  meeting  to  be  settled  at  Bristol  on  the  second  day  of  the 
reck,  at  the  time  when  the  Yearly  Meeting  shall  be  held  at  Burlington, 
vhicli  lay  under  consideration,  being  now  reassiimed  and  debated,  Frienda 
tf  Bucks  showing  other  reasons  for  the  request,  and  conveniency  there- 
tf,  because  of  the  great  numbers  that  cannot  get  timely  over  the  ferry, 
ind  those  of  Jersey  opposing  it,  under  the  apprehension  of  greater  incon- 
renlences  in  the  business,  and  due  attendance  at  the  meeting  in  Burling- 
wn;  therefore,  in  order  that  if  such  an  appoint  n>cnt  be,  it  maybe  done  to 
foural  aalufaelion,  the  same  is  still  left  to  further  consideration  till  the 
lext  year,  since  there  is  two  years'  time  before  the  meeting  will  be  again 
It  Burlington:  and  the  several  Quarterly  Meetings  are  desired  to  bring  up 
lAor  tmnda  therein."  The  nest  Yearly  Meeting,  Seventh-month,  1727, 
Ihe  case  was  disposed  of  as  follows :  ''  The  minds  of  the  several  Quar- 
lerly  Meetings  being  brought  up  concerning  the  proposal  for  a  meeting 
U  New  Bristol,  which  was  left  to  consideration  last  year,  and  none  ap- 
Karinf  for  it  except  that  of  Bucks,  this  meeting  drops  the  consideration, 
md  concludes  it  best,  that  no  appointment  be  raadu  for  it  at  this  meet- 
ing-" In  addition  to  the  foregoing  cases  which  I  have  cited,  there  are 
rarious  others  of  a  similar  character  which  might  be  adduced,  going  to 
ntablish  the  doctrine  that  it  was  not  customary  in  those  days,  that  the 
principle  of  minorities  should  govern  in  arriving  at  decisions  in  our 
nettings  for  discipline:  but  that  great  care  was  taken  to  ascertain  the 
meat  gtnerai  terue;  and  tu  prevent  e:Ltcnding  this  record  by  placing  at 
large  upon  it  such  extracts  of  a  similar  nature  as  might  be  given,  I  will 
refer  to  certain  other  minutes  of  Bi.ck3  Quarterly  Meeting  made  at  va- 
rioua  times,  to  wit:  Twelfth-month,  1726|  Sixth-month,  1725;  Sixth  and 
Ninth-months,  1738;  Ninth-month,  1744:  these  may  be  sufficient  to  show 
the  care  of  society  in  this  respect,  so  far  as  regards  the  ancient  records; 
bat  rcry  few  of  which  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of  examining.  1  will 
low  rtfer  to  the  other  part  of  my  proposed  answer:  "  In  the  solemn  as- 
•cmblics  of  the  church's  service,  there  is  no  one  presides  among  them, 
ifter  the  manner  of  the  assemblies  of  other  people.  Christ  only  being 
their  president,  as  he  is  pleased  to  appear  in  life  and  wisdom,  in  any 
OK  or  more  of  them;  to  whom,  whatever  be  their  capacity  or  degree, 
Uw  reat  adhere  with  a  firm  unity,  not  of  authority,  but  conviction,  which 
i«  the  divine  authority  and  way  of  Christ's  power  and  spirit  in  his  peo- 
ple." [Penn's  Rise  and  Progress,  &c.  first  works,  p.  877.]  The  clerk 
M  therefore  not  considered  as  the  president  of  the  meeting:  he  exercises 
90  indicial  authority;  he  is  but  the  servant  to  i^cord  the  preoailing  tense, 
vfaich  always  includes  the  tense  of  the  majority.  This,  it  is  understood, 
tkat  he  collects,  not  by  an  actual  count  of  numbers,  as  one,  two,  three, 
kc.  or  recording  the  yeas  and  nays,  yet  by  an  estimate  of  the  prevailing 
wue,  which  the  meeting  after  discussion  usually  settles  with  sufficient 
4btinctness  in  one  way  or  the  other:  but  if  the  meeting  should  be  very 
■early  equally  divided,  as  regards  numbers,  the  difficulty  to  the  clerk 
night  or  would  be  greater;  but  the  principle  is  not  altered;  thai  remains 
Vol.  II.— 32 
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theiame.  He  is  bound  lo  lake  the  prevailing  sense  of  llic  meeting,  or 
the  BCiiBe  of  ihc  greater  number,  if  he  records  any  thing,  at  the  seme  d 
the  meeting;  and  whatever  he  does,  or  may  record,  is  always  subject  to 
the  revision  or  rejection  of  the  meeting.  Clarkson  in  his  "  Portraiture 
of  Quakerism,"  1  vol.  p.  157,  says,  "When  a  subject  is  brought  before 
them,  il  ia  canvassed  to  the  exclusion  of  all  extraneous  matter,  till  Mme 
conclusion  results:  the  clerk  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  then  draws  upi 
minute,  containing  as  nearly  as  he  can  collect,  the  substance  of  thii 
conclusion:  this  minute  is  then  read  aloud  to  the  auditory,  and  either 
Stands  or  undergoes  an  alteration,  as  appears  by  the  silence  or  dUcnt- 
sion  upon  it,  to  be  the  sense  of  the  meeting:  when  fully  agreed  upo»,it 
stands  ready  to  be  recorded."  This  latter  extract,  although  it  beitkA 
from  an  authority  which  has  not,  ao  far  as  I  know,  been  recogoiMd  by 
the  society,  yet  in  this  particular,  I  apprehend,  it  would  he  conceded 
by  Friends  generally,  that  he  was  correct.  And  to  sum  up  the  whole 
matter,  I  would  further  say,  that  if  by  the  principle  of  majorities  go- 
verning, as  used  as  in  contradistinction  to  minorities,  I  have  no  doubt 
but  that  such  has  been  the  practice  of  the  society. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  an  inslance  in  which  a  cjuestion  has  bi 
decided,  or  proposed  to  be  decided,  by  an  enumeration  of"  those  preical, 
in  a  meeting  for  discipline,  prior  to  the  year  1827  '. 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  an  instance  of  the  kind  mentioned  in  tfao^ 
tion,  either  before  or  since  that  time. 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown.  If  a  majority  of  the  members  of  a  met 
for  discipline  express  themselves  in  favour  of  a  violation  of  Ibe  ditci* 
pline,  or  a  departure  from  any  of  the  principles  of  the  society,  and  the 
minoiity  are  in  favour  of  ihe  support  of  that  discipline  and  those  pris- 
ciples,  would  the  clerk  be  bound  to  record  the  sense  of  the  majority? 

A.  That  presupposes  a  case  which,  in  practice,  I  presume,  has  bat 
Tery  rarely  occurred,  if  ever;  and  in  which  the  clerk  is  supposed  to  be 
infallible,  as  regards  judgment.  As  regards  the  duty  of  a  clerk  in  »cb 
a  case,  as  he  is  the  servant  of  the  meeting,  and  inasmuch  as  it  cannotbe 
expected  that  he  will  have  any  other  means  of  knowing  or  ascertainiaf 
what  constitutes  a  violation  of  the  discipline,  or  of  the  principles  o(  ibe 
Society  of  Friends,  ihan  his  brethren  of  equal  opportunities,  if  he  reconli 
any  thing,  he  must  record  the  prevailing  sense  of  the  meeting.  Balis 
cases  such  as  is  alluded  to  in  the  cjuestion,  if  such  a  one  should* occar, 
even  if  a  larger  part  of  a  meeting  for  discipline  should  he  in  favoarof  * 
measure  at  variance  with  the  discipline,  yet  the  minor  part,  by  haviir 
reason  and  justice  on  their  side,  and  having  no  object  in  view  but  the 
due  administration  of  the  discipline,  would  much  the  most  likdybe 
enabled  to  convince  the  larger  part  who  were  in  an  error,  and  what  "Si 
the  minor  part  would  now  become  the  body,  or  majority  of  the  roee^;- 

Q.  If  the  minority  in  such  a  case  could  not  convince  the  majority* 
the  meeting,  which  must  then  prevail,  the  discipline,  or  what  yon  csK 
the  most  general  sense  of  the  meetlngp 

A.  An  intimate  acquaintance  with  the  proceedings  had  In  meetiep 
for  discipline  of  the  religious  Society  of  Friends,  would  render  this  qoef 
tion  entirely  unnecessary;  and  as  I  cannot  conceive  that  it  can  have  ttj 
bearing  upon  the  question  at  issue  in  this  cause,  I  do  not  see  the  objecV 
or  the  necessity  of  its  being  put.  I  will,  however,  give  my  views  i* 
relation  to  it.  In  such  a  case  as  that  alluded  to  in  ihe  question  wberei" 
a  meeting  for  discipline  of  ihe  Society  of  Friends  were  thus  circa™" 
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tanced,  and  they  were  pui&uitig  lUe  objects  of  sucli  meelings  in  a  pi 
pirit  in  cases  where  ihey  could  not  agree,  there  would  be  no  n 
rhfitever  made. 

Q.  If  you  hold  ihe  principle  (hat  majorities,  or  numerical  force, 
ititutes  the  ground  of  decisions  in  your  meetings  for  discipline,  1  wiah 
'OU  to  state  whether  that,  or  the  discipline,  is  paramount  and  conclusivei 
A.   1  would  aak  the  counsel  first  to  point  out  where  1  have  conceded 
nch  to  be  the  ground  of  decisions. 

Counsel.  The  cjueslion  as  framed  does  not  positively  assert  that  the 
ritness  has  made  such  concession:  1  will,  however,  in  answer  to  his 
equcBt,  state,  that  in  several  parts  of  his  testimony,  he  has  seemed  lo 
DC  to  consider  majorities  as  the  ground  of  decisions  in  meetings  for 
liscipline,  without  having  expressly  said  so  in  so  many  words:  but  in 
ouwer  to  his  call,  I  will  refer  him  to  a  part  of  his  answer  given  this 
norning  before  1  arrived,  as  especially  connected  with  this  subject:— 
'The  clerk  is  therefore  not  considered  as  the  president  of  the  meetingl 
»c  exercises  no  judicial  power ;  he  is  but  the  servant  of  the  meeting,  to 
record  the  prevailing  sense,  which  always  includes  the  sense  of  the  ma- 
Witness.  In  reply  to  what  has  been  said,  I  would  just  observe,  that  I 
»nccive  there  is  a  difference  between  what  is  understood  as  the  duty  of 
I  clerk,  and  the  ground  of  decisions  in  our  meetings  for  discipline. 

Q.  I  would  ask  then,  do  you  wish  to  be  understood  as  not  admitting 
Jiat  msjorilies  or  numerical  force  is  the  ground  of  decisions  in  those 
meetings? 

A.  In  a  former  answer  relating  to  that  subject,  I  consumed  more  time 
Lhan  1  wished  to  do,  in  order  that  my  full  views  upon  this  subject  might 
be  bad:  I  thtnk  it  not  necessary,  therefore,  to  recapitulate  them  here, 
bat  aimply  refer  to  them. 

Q.  The  tjueslion  is  a  distinct  one,  and  a  direct  answer  to  it,  either  in 
the  affirmative  or  negative,  would  require  but  few  words:  I  wish  the 
witness  to  state  whether  he  does  or  does  not  admit  Ihal  to  be  the  ground 
of  decisions,  as  before  mentioned? 

A.  I  am  not  surprised  that  it  should  be  thought  by  those  who  are  not 
icquainted  with  the  manner  of  deciding  questions  in  our  meelings  for 
diictpltne,  that  this  question  might  be  answered  with  a  yea  or  a  nay;  but 
ucording  to  my  apprehension,  to  give  a  person  a  clear  understanding 
OB  this  subject,  it  would  be  necessary  that  an  individual  should  attend 
■ad  sec  for  himself;  and  then  1  think  he  would  ascertain  that  it  is  neither 
^nt  the  principle  of  majorities  as  majorities  that  we  decide,  nor  upon 
the  principle  of  minorities;  and  I  apprehend  it  is  because  those  who  have 
sdrised  this  question  having  been  in  the  habit  of  attending  meetings  for 
discipline,  and  understanding  the  nature  of  the  case,  and  the  difficulty 
of  explaining  it,  so  as  to  be  fully  comprehended  by  others;  it  is  because 
rflhis  apprehended  difficulty,  with  a  view  rather  to  puzzle,  and  if  pos- 
riUct  to  give  an  appearance  of  evasiveness  to  the  testimony,  and  not  with 
■  view  to  elicit  any  explanation  el  therneedcd  by  themselves,  or  required 
in  tbis  cause,  that  this  question  has  been  put. 

Q.  I  will  leave  the  witness  to  consider  how  far  he  can  reconcile  the 
Kfltction  cast  upon  the  motives  of  those  whom  he  supposes  have  advised 
tis  question,  with  a  just  and  liberal  feeling:  I  will,  however,  for  myself 
ifi  that  my  only  motive  was  to  draw  from  him  a  direct  answer  to  a 
question  which  I  do  conceive  has  a  direct  bearing  upon  the 
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controversy  in  this  cause;  and  1  have  now  to  request  him  to  lay  whether 
Ism  to  understand  what  he  alleges  he  has  said  in  answer  to  a  former 
question,  as  all  the  informalion  Which  he  is  capable  of  giving  in  aniwcr 
lo  the  question  of  which  he  complains? 

A.  With  regard  lo  the  demand  as  to  the  manner  of  my  recondliu 
Vhat  the  counsel  has  been  pleased  to  term  reflections,  with  a  juU  ud 
liberal  feeling,  I  refer  only  to  the  questions  which  have  been  put  upon 
the  subject  of  majoriiies,  and  the  answers  thereto  given.  As  regudi 
the  counsel,  to  him  I  had  no  allusion,  believing  that  he  serves  a  bird 
master :  and  as  regards  the  question  itself,  1  am  not  aware  that  1  can 
give  any  more  full  explanation  than  is  contained  in  my  foregoing  aniven. 
[«oo..] 

Three  o'clock,  P.  M.  This  afternoon,  Mr.  Sloan  U  not  in  atteitdaace. 

The  witness  continues  his  answer.  On  a  review  of  the  question  wluch 
was  put  before  the  adjournment,  and  which  I  thought,  and  which  I  stiB 
think,  had  been  suiTiciently  answered,  but  which  in  my  last  reply  ihil 
forenoon,  I  omitted  to  make  any  further  reply  to,  I  am  willing,  if  it  wH 
afford  any  further  satisfaction,  to  slate,  that  ihe  sense  of  a  meeting  for 
discipline  m  altoaya  expressed  or  taken  by  the  majority,  and  never  hy  i 
minority;  and  if  it  should  so  be  that  the  construction  which  the  mectii{| 
gives  of  the  discipline  be  contrary  thereto,  it  is  to  be  presumed  that 
their  own  reflections  will  correct  them,  and  they  amend  it  at  a  future 
time;  and  if  it  was  of  a  character  wherein  an  appeal  would  lie,  and  the 
meeting  itself  should  refuse,  on  more  mature  deliberation,  to  correct  tbe 
error,  it  might  be  corrected  by  the  superior  meeting. 

Q.  Is  it  itoc  an  acknowledged  principle  in  the  Society  of  Friends,  tliil 
its  meetings  for  discipline  are  religious  meetings,  and  that  when  they 
are  rightfully  held,  the  great  Head  of  the  church  is  pleased  to  impart 
to  the  rightly  exercised  members,  a  sense  and  judgment  respecting  the 
subjects  that  come  before  them,  and  that  this  sense  and  judgment  con- 
atitute  the  authority  and  governing  principle  of  their  meetings? 

A.  This  is  what  I  considered  the  true  ground  of  decision  in  all  Mr 
meetings  for  discipline:  and  what  I  meant  to  be  understood  as  inchi 
when  I  distinguished  beitvcen  what  appeared  to  have  been  thought  nf  . 
concession,  with  regard  to  the  ground  of  decisions  on  a  former  occauMi 
and  the  duties  of  the  clerk. 

Q.  Does  not  the  society  consider  that  this  sense  and  judgment  in 
communicated  to  the  religious  and  consistent  members,  rather  than  to 
those  who  give  no  evidence  of  submission  to  the  restraints  of  reli^OBi 
or  who  disregard  some  of  the  testimonies  and  advices  of  the  society! 

A.  It  is  believed  that  the  faithful  and  consistent  members  of  the  so* 
ciety.  will  he  the  most  likely  to  receive  suitable  qualifications  for  coa> 
cents  of  this  kind. 

Q.  According  to  the  usage  of  the  society,  prior  to  the  late  diflicidtie% 
would  the  sentiments  of  the  young  and  inexperienced  members,  who  did 
not  conform  to  plainness  of  dress  or  language,  be  regarded  as  havin| 
the  same  weight  of  influence  as  those  of  the  experienced  and  consisttot 
members,  who  were  devoted  to  the  promotion  of  the  cause  of  truth,  vA  ' 
the  interests  of  the  society? 

A.  The  weight  or  influence  of  the  sentiment  delivered  would  depeoij 
on  the  authority  accompanying  it,  and  the  conviction  it  was  cakulatel' 
to  produce. 
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Q.  Does  not  Clarkson  iu  his  "  Portraiture  of  Quakerism,"  which  jron 
we  quoted  from,  convey  a  clear  view  of  the  meetings  for  discipline  of 
le  Society  of  FKends,  when,  in  speaking  of  their  institution  by  George 
oSf  be  says,  **  in  these  courts  or  meetings,  the  poor  were  to  have  an 
■ual  voice  with  the  rich,  there  was  to  be  no  distinction  but  in  favour 
r  religious  worth,  and  here  it  is  to  be  remarked  that  he,  [George  FoxJ 
ks  to  desirous  that  the  moat  righteous  judgment  should  be  pronounced 
|>on  any  offender,  that  he  abandoned  the  usual  mode  of  decision  in  gene- 
d  to  highly  valued,  by  a  majority  of  voices,  and  recommended  the  de- 
iaion  to  be  made  according  to  the  apparent  will  of  the  virtuous  who 
ught  be  present." — [page  178,  vol.  1.]  "But  in  whatever  way  the 
oestion  before  them  is  settled,  no  division  is  ever  called  for,  no  counting 
r  members  is  allowed,  no  protest  is  suffered  to  be  entered;  in  such  a 
kM  there  can  be  no  ostensible  leader  of  any  party,  no  ostensible  minori- 
f  or  majority.  The  Quakers  are  of  opinion  that  such  things,  if  allowed, 
ponld  be  inconsistent  with  their  profession:  they  would  lead  also  to 
raila  and  divisions,  and  ultimately  to  the  detriment  of  the  society."^ 
lb.  p.  37e.] 

A.  I  believe  that  Clarkson,  in  the  extracts  quoted,  has  given  a  correct 
lev  of  our  meetings  for  discipline,  in  this  respect,  when  properly  con- 
Incted. 

Q.  Does  not  Robert  Barclay  truly  express  the  sentiments  of  the  So* 
icty  of  Friends,  when  he  says,  in  his  treatise  on  church  government, 
'if  lobe,  in  such  achurch,  there  should  arise  any  difference,  there  will  be 
A  infallible  judgment  in  the  spirit  of  God,  which  may  be  in  a  general  a»- 
cmbly,  yet  not  limited  to  it  as  excluding  others;  and  may  prove  the  jud^ 
aent  of  the  plurality,  yet  not  to  be  decided  thereby,  as  if  the  infallibility 
ttte  placed  there,  excluding  the  fewer."  [page  98.]  And  again,  when 
a  drawing  a  contrast  between  the  church  government  of  the  Society  of 
Fnends,  and  church  of  Rome,  he  gives  as  one  of  the  marks  of  distinction 
that  the  latter  "decide  by  a  plurality  of  votes;"  and  also  between  Friends 
ud  other  Protestants,  that  the  latter  hold  "the  decision  is  to  bebyp/u- 
fiWy  (ff  votu,"  without  any  necessary  respect  to  the  inward  holiness,  or 
Rgeseration  of  the  persons,  [page  96.}  Whereas,  the  Quakers  hold 
"that  in  the  true  church  of  Christ,  according  to  the  description  above 

K'naof  it,  there  will  in  such  cases  of  dilferences  and  controversies,  still 
an  infallible  judgment  from  the  spirit  of  God,  either  in  one  or  other, 
few  or  more." — [page  101.] 

A.  The  views  of  Barclay  as  contained  in  those  quotations,  are  such  aa 
ueheid  by  the  religious  Society  of  Friends;  which  does  not,  however, 
preclude  the  general  sense  of  the  meeting  from  being  in  accordance  with 
^  qualifications  which  he  [Barclay]  states  as  requisite  to  a  correct 
^iiion. 

%  You  spoke  in  a  former  answer,  of  an  appeal  which  was  before  the 
^ttriy  Meeting,  and  excited  much  interest  among  the  members;  who 
ni  the  appellant  in  that  casef 

A.  I  am  not  now  prepared  to  say  whether  it  was  the  case  of  Ezra 
Comfort  or  of  Isaiah  Bell,  both  of  whom  had  been  disowned  by  the  same 
Momhly  Meeting,  I  think,  and  for  very  nearly  the  same  offence;  and  who 
■Olfa  appealed  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  at  the  same  time.  It  was  in  either 
be  one  or  the  other  of  those  cases. 

Q.  Is  the  clerk  of  a  Yearly  Meeting  deprived  by  his  station,  from  tak- 
ig  a  part  in  the  discussion  of  subjects  that  may  come  before  his  oiro 


J 


354 

Quarterly  Meeting,  and  be  referred  from  that  met:iing  lo  the  Yculi 
Meeting? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Does  his  taking  a  part  in  the  discussion  of  such  subjects,  or  n- 
pressiBg  a  sentiment  upon  them*  disqualify  him  from  acting  as  clerk  o( 
the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A>  I  should  think  that  very  much  depended  upon  what  those  sub^ti 
were,  and  the  part  he  bad  taken  in  the  discuEsion  in  the  Quarterly  M«l- 
ing.  If  be  had  been  active  in  cases  otaparty  character,  and  as  zparty 
'  man,  I  can  very  readily  conceive  that  he  might  thereby  bi:  disqualified 
from  having  the  confidence  of  the  Yearly  Meeting;  and  not,  therefore,  be 
ft  suitable  person  for  that  station . 

Q.  When  a  new  Yearly  Meeting  is  about  to  be  established,  has  itnot 
lieen  usual  first  to  obtain  the  consent  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  a  part  of 
whose  members  and  meetings  are  to  constitute  the  new  one? 

A,  My  knowledge  in  that  respect  is  limited;  but  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  it  baa  been  so,  of  latter  time.  The  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia, 
however,  according  to  the  knowledge  I  have  of  its  institution,  was  fint 

established  at  Burlington,  about  the  year,  or  in  the  yt^ar,  of ,  witbont 

the  consultation  or  approbation,  as  expressed,  of  any  other  Yearly  Meet- 
ing. 

Q.  Was  Burlington  Yearly  Meeting,  at  that  time,  within  the  limiti 
of  aay  pre-existing  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  am  not  enough  acquainted  with  the  history  of  the  establislimeni 
of  the  other  Yearly  Meetings  of  the  Society  of  FritruK,  !<■  l,i:i/v,'  vii.i:!! 
had  precedence  in  their  regular  order,  as  to  time;  bin  .:  ,1 

one  Yearly  Meeting  at  that  time  in  the  whole  society,  my  view  b, 
that  all  the  members  of  that  society  might  be  considered  aa  withii 
the  limits  of  that  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Within  the  last  century,  do  you  know,  by  historical  knowledge 
or  otherwise,  of  any  instance  in  which  a  new  Yearly  Meeting  hai 
been  established  without  such  consent  as  is  before  referred  to,  being 
first  obtained  f 

A.  I  must  plead  my  want  of  knowledge  on  this  subject,  for  giving 
no  information  thereon. 

Q.  Is  not  the  property  belonging  to  the  Society  of  Friends,  so  fir 
as  you  know,  held  in  trust  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  rcligiooi 
Society  of  Friends? 

A-  So  far  as  I  know,  the  property  is  held  in  trust  for  the  differ- 
ent meetings  in  the  religious  Society  of  Friends;  or  for  the  use  of 
certain  institutions  under  their  care. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  offers  made  by  those  you  call  Friends,  for 
an  amicable  adjustment  of  the  difficulties  respecting  property,— ^iid 
not  those  offers  assume  that  the  persons  making  them  were  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends? 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  design  in  ilic  cases  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
to  place  those  addressed  upon  a  footing  as  nearly  erjual  with  thou 
who  addressed  them,  as  it  was  thought  would  be  safe;  lecognisin^ 
in  them  the  possession  of  rights  as  mtmbers  of  ihc  Society  of  Frieads 
and  claiming  to  themselves  the  same  character  and  the  same  righu. 

Q.  Did  those  offers  recognise  the  mectinns  of  iliose  whom  you  ciM 
Orthodox,  as  meetings  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  or  were  they  ad- 
dressed to  them  as  individuals  only? 
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Dne  of  the  overtures  alluded  to  in  my  lestlmony,  was  not  ad- 
1  to  individual  persons,  but  to  a  meeting'  which  was  held 
ly;  the  precise  character  of  which  address  I  do  not  now  bear 
id.  Another  of  those  overtures  was  made,  as  I  have  already 
ned,  in  a  Preparative  Meeting,  previously  to  the  separation, 
he  members  on  both  sides  were  present — the  other  overture  to 
I  have  alluded  is  in  evidence,  and  I  refer  to  it. 
Ks  to  the  overture  first  alluded  to  in  your  last  answer,  aa  far  as  you 
>r  can  recollect,  was  it  addressed  to  those  to  whom  it  was  ad- 
i,  as  to  a  meeting  of  the  Society  of  Friends? 
The  precise  character  of  that  address  I  do  not  now  recollect;  but 
Qch  1  do  recollect,  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  care  taken,  and 
concern  felt,  that  the  address  and  overture  should  be  as  little  ob- 
able  as  possible,  and  so  as  to  he  the  least  calculated  to  excite  any 
sant  feelings,  and  the  best  calculated  to  promote  the  object  which 
emplated.  But  after  the  manner  in  which  those  of  our  Friends 
'C  called  Orthodox  had  conducted  themselves  towards  us  by  their 
trant  and  absurd  vuils,  and  foolish  papers  which  they  published, 
the  character  of  testifications,  and  either  carried  them  or  sent 
nto  our  families,  contrary  to  what  wc  believed  would  have  been 
d  by  the  true  spirit  of  the  gospel,  of  which  they  made  profession, 
lich  ought  to  characterize  alt  the  proceedings  of  the  religious 
IT  of  Friends.  After  we  had  had  such  evidence  as  had  been  abun- 
furnished,  of  the  departure  of  the  kind  above  alluded  to,  I  sup- 
\U  we  did  not,  as  we  could  not,  consider  them  as  being  in  the 
»hich  can  only  constitute  a  true  Friend. 

Fo  return  to  the  subject— of  what  Monthly  Meeting  were  the  pei> 
I  whom  that  overture  was  addressed,  members? 
They  were  members  of  Burlington  Monthly  Meeting. 
3id  not  you,  who  addressed  that  overture  to  them,  claim  therein 
turlington  Monthly  Meeting? 

'.  suppose  it  was  signed  on  behalf  of  Burlington  Monthly  Meeting. 
f  the  property  of  the  society  is  held  in  trust  for  its  use  only. 
It,  consistently  with  the  discipline,  be  applied  to  any  other  uaeir 
;  think  not. 

lid  not  those  whom  you  call  Orthodox  object  to  the  acceptance 
offers  you  have  mentioned,  in  consequence  of  your  having  assum- 
he  offers  that  you  were  the  Society  of  Friends,  and  which  they 
whom  you  call  Orthodox)  could  not  conscientiously  admit;  and 
e  they  conceived  that  an  attempt  at  a  division  of  the  properly 
be  a  violation  of  those  parts  of  the  discipline  which  require  the 
1  performance  of  trusts,  and  that  all  gifts  and  legacies  be  strictly 
1 10  the  uses  intended  by  the  donorP 

believe  they  did  not  object  for  the  reason  then  first  assigned:  but 
e  we  did  not  feel  free  to  give  them  the  character  which,  if  we  had 
It  had  been  only  out  of  courtesy  to  them,  and  not  because  we 
It  they  merited  it,  from  what  we  have  discovered  in  the  course  of 
Amination,  of  the  disposition  which  is  manifested  on  every  occa- 
ben  they  have  an  opportunity  to  take  advantages,  there  would 
een  no  occasion  to  have  insisted  any  further  upon  our  rights.  As 
latter  part  of  the  question,  their  being  conscientious  in  the  matter, 
at  they  were  so  much  bound  by  their  regard  for  the  discipline,  W 
;e  them  willing  to  disregard  justice,  and  trust  rather  to  the  issue 
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of  a  suit  at  law,  rather  th&n  be  governed  by  that  part  of  the  discipfii 
which  requires  that  all  our  differences  be  settled  in  a  different  wij,  1 
such  an  inconsistencf,  that  I  could  not  readily  bring  myself  to  beluM) 
that  many  of  them,  at  least,  either  do,  or  would,  seriously  persist  in  'a. 

Q.  The  question  is  not  answered^the  vriineBs  appears  to  me  to  fa 
loit  sight  of  it,  from  what  I  do  not  know  how  to  designate  more  mil 
than  a  disposition  to  find  fault  with  those  he  calls  Orthodox.  Theqi 
tion  is,  what  objteliont  did  they  make  to  the  acceptance  of  thOM  ol 
you  have  spoken  of? 

A.  We  received  no  reply  from  them. 

Counsel.  I  knew  not  whether  they  replied ' or  not;  that  answot  d 
question.  Have  your  meetings  dealt  with,  or  diMown^,  any  of  thoMlri 
you  call  Orthodox? 

A.  Not  as  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  I  think.  J 

Q.  They  are  then  members  of  the  Society  of  FriendsP  ,' 

A.  They  never  have  been  dUowned  from  the  Society  of  Fricndttr 
regular  process  under  the  discipline;  but  their  conduct,  od  tnuffe 
various  occasions,  as  has  been  detailed  in  the  foregoing  examlDitioiiJ 
it  is  believed,  was  the  means  of  producing  a  separation  in  the  Soctttfl 
Friends.  Priends,  under  those  circumstances,  thought  best  not  tv  i 
crease  the  difhcuUiea  that  were  the  consequence  of  this  separatioi|) 
undertaking  to  pursue  them  with  church  censures;  but  inasmuch tf 
large  a  part  of  the  society  thought  best  of  associating  by  themtefc 
Friends  were  willing  that  they  might  enjoy  all  the  happiness,  aid  I 
the  comforts,  which  their  situation  was  calculated  to  afford  theai,ii>  ~ 
lested  by  any  pursuits  of  ours.  And  we  think,  that  if  the  same  fee 
of  tenderness,  and  of  brotherly  love,  had  been  extended  on  tfaetr  pMl 
towards  us,  many  unhappy  circumstances,  which  have  since  occnita4 
would  not  have  taken  place;  and  this  appeal  to  our  courts  for  deciiiaii 
would  not  have  been  made.  We  are  willing  therefore  to  consider,  oTlt 
admit,  that  in  pari  they  arc  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends;  sobr 
M  regards  their  rights  to  the  property,  and  bo  far  as  they  have  Mf 
dacted  according  to  the  principles  of  the  society,  so  far  they  art '» 
unity  with  it. 

Q.  Is  there  any  mode  by  which  a  member  of  the  Society  of  I 
can  lose  his  rights  of  membership,  whether  as  regards  propeHf  0 
other  consideration,  but  by  a  voluntary  resignation  of  those  rigbt^' 
disownment? 

A.  When  the  society  was  preserved  in  harmony,  these  perhaps* 
the  only  modes  by  which  a  member  might  lose  his  rights ;  the  late  Ai 
sion  which  has  taken  place  in  it,  has  been  attended  by  many  Cll 
stances  which  were  not  contemplated  by  the  discipline,  and  whi 
opinion  1  may  give,  therefore,  with  regard  to  the  rights  of  ma 
under  this  new  order  of  things,  I  wish  to  not  be  considered  as  esti^ 
ing  any  principle  that  is  not  otherwise  established  ;  and  with  regltdl 
which,  I  have  but  very  little  reflected. 

Q.  Are  there  any  other  modes  than  those  supposed  in  my  qw 
reco^ised  in  the  discipline  of  the  society,  by  which  a  member  cm 
his  rights  of  membership? 

A.  There  are  no  other  modes,  that  I  am  aware  of,  mention 
discipline.  But  as  1  observed  before,  the  discipline  never  conte 
such  a  state  of  things  as  has  been  witnessed.    It  may,  iherefo.^ 
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aturally  be  supposed,  that  it  is  not  entirely  applicable  to  every  circum- 
tance. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  mode  by  which  a  member  can  lose  his  rights  of 
iiembership  than  those  I  have  supposed,  prescribed  m  any  system  of 
iscipline,  which  has  been  established  since  the  separation,  if  any  such 
ystm  has  been  estabKshedP 

A.  I  know  of  none  such. 

Q.  V  those  whom  you  call  Orthodox  are  justly  chargeable  with  the 
iffiraces  you  impute  to  them,  would  not  the  faithful  maintenance  of  the 
tiscipline  require  that  they  should  be  dealt  with,  and  if  not  reclaimed| 
M  disowned? 

.  A.  I  think,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  it  would.  But  for  the. 
Miions  given  in  a  former  answer,  it  was  thought  best  not  to  do  it,  un- 
kr  the  late  extraordinary  circumstances. 

Q.  Do  the  clerks  of  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meetings  usually  keep  in 
lleir  possession  the  book  in  which  are  recorded  the  minutes  of  the  meet- 
h|,  for  which  they  act  as  clerk? 

A*  I  believe  that  is  customary. 

Qi  IVho  is  the  clerk  of  what  you  call  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting? 

Am  Amos  Bullock  is  the  present  clerk. 

Q.  Has  he  the  records  of  that  meeting,  since  the  separation,  in  his 
HoiscBslon? 

A.  Helias. 

Q.  He  is  of  course  one  of  those  whom  you  call  Friends? 

A.  YesL 

Q.  Who  is  the  clerk  of  what  you  call  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Adjourned  until  ten  o'clock  to-morrow  morning* 

Wednesday  morning,  March  23,  1831,  at  ten  o'clock.  The  testimony 
>f  the  witness  on  his  cross-examination  was  read  over  to  him.  Present 
he  same  as  yesterday  (except  Mr.  Sloan,) 

The  witness  makes  the  following  corrections. 

In  snswer  to  a  former  question,  I  have  said,  that  *^  the  established 
istge  of  the  society  required,  that  when  any  new  proposition  was  made 
|o  a  meeting,  in  order  to  adopt  it,  the  general  concurrence  of  the  meet* 
EBgwas  requisite."  I  now  add,  that  the  proposition  to  adjourn  the 
l)utrterly  Meeting,  spoken  of  in  that  answer,  was  a  new  proposition; 
id  that  the  continuing  of  the  meeting  was  not  a  new  propositibfr— I 
"oaudered  that  as  no  proposition. 

The  witness  proposes  to  extend  his  answer  to  a  former  question. 

Mr.  Brown  objects  to  the  course  proposed  by  the  witness,  if  in  so 
bug  he  shall  introduce  new  matter,  or  any  new  and  distinct  idea  not 
itibniced  in  the  question,  and  which  would  more  properly  be  elicited 
^  s  re-examination  in  chief. 

,  The  witness  proceeds:  I  would  prefer  it  should  be  taken  down  as  a 
trtbcr  answer  to  the  question ;  and  what  I  have  to  say,  is  this,  that  it 
voald  not  be  in  opposition  to  the  usage  for  the  meeting  to  have  changed 
(•  clerk,  for  at  that  time  the  meeting  had  no  clerk;  he  having  been 
boseo  for  a  year,  and  that  time  having  expired  when  the  proposition 
U  made,  and  a  minute  made  in  accordance  with  the  sense  of  the  meet* 
ig,  appointing  a  new  clerk. 
Vol.  IL— 33 
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The  witneM  continues  ^-I  meut  to  aay-thtt  the  meeting  at  tbal  ti 
had  BO  clerk  who  had  aaj  dnty  to  perfbrm,  fto-tber  tha.n  10  recotil 
HDW  of  the  nteeiins  U  to  who  ibould  be  iu  future  clerk. 

PKTioualjrto  the  vltneu  proceeding  to  give  his  Turther 
ibore  recot^ed,  and  iJ!ter  the  injection  of  the  counsel,  (Hr. 
which  hu  been  noted,  the  examiner  advlBcd  tbfe  witness,  that  ' 
•f  tliia  reading  over  the  testimony,  was  to  enable  liim  to  e: 
part  sf  his  testiinonr,  if  in  his  apprehensioQ  he  had  answered 
or  not  with  sufficient  dcamcsa ;  and'  to  correct'  any  manifest 
^t  diat  it  would  not  be  proper  far  him  to  enter  into  details  o 
tCT)  ud  introduce  new  subjects  not  embraced  ih  the  (juestion  or 
tlicreto  which  he  proposed  to  explain,  while  he  is  still  conBidcrcd 
hi*  crosB-ezamination.     NevertlKleH,  If  he  considered  htmself  ' 
give,  or  insists  upon  giving  such  atatemeats'  or  details,  ibef 
Mqncst  be  placed  upon  the  paper. 

After  repeating  to  the  witness  the  above  direction,  he  rcquesu: 
the  fallowing  be  here  taken  down,  which  he  reads  from  a  MS.  nbishsiL 
**That  I  miLj  not  be  misunderstood  in  what  I  have  said  as  <:on4dtttdQ 
the  true  ground  of  decision  in  our  meetings  for  dUcipline,  I  wUh  u  idl," 
(I  dispense  with  the  paper,  and  quote  from  Barclay  on  Church  Qowm- 
menl,  pi^s  S4  and  SS  :)  [laying  aside  the  paper  and  reading  tnm  (k 
book,]  "The  only  proper  judge  of  controver&ics  in  the  church  Jalk 
apirit  of  Godt  and  the  power  of  deciding  lies  solely  in  it,  as  bavtngda 
only  unerring,  infallible,  and  certain  judgment  belonging  to  It)  VM 
infidlibility  Is  not  necesBmrily  annexed  to  any  ptrsons,  person,  or  | ' 
whatsoever,  by  virtue  of  any  office,  place,  or  station  any  one  may 
or  have  had  in  the  body  of  Christ)  that  is  to  say,  that  any  have 
to  reason  thus;  because  I  am,  or  have  been  such  an  eminenl  meml 
fore  my  judgment  it  infallibUi  or  because  we  are  the  greatest  nni._. 
that  we  live  in  such  a  noted,  or  famous  place,  or  ilie  like;  thougfi  MB 
of  these  reasons  may  and  ought  to  have  their  iruo  weight  in  caMl< 
contradictory  assertions,  yet  not  so  (as  shall  hereufter  be  obserTed|)i 
upon  whicheilhermainly,  or  only,  the  infallible  judgment  is  to  be  plK^ 
but  upon  the  spirit,  as  that  which  is  theGrm  and  tmmoveahle  roundaiin>" 
I  will  also  quote  from  the  same  work,  page  lOG — "  l}uc  if  any  wilt  hi- 
ther object,  what  if  it  fall  out  de  facto  that  the  teachers,  elders,  or  pit- 
rality  do  divide,  and  from  thence  will  say,  this  is  like  the  church  i 
Rom^,  and  other  false  churches;  it  will  be  hard  to  prove  that  to  bcM 
infallible  mark  of  a  wrong  judgment,  as  we  have  not  said  it  isof  arigUl 
and  indeed,  to  conclude  it  was  so,  would  necciiarily  condemn  the  cfcaid 
in  the  apostles'  days,  where  we  see  the  teachers  and  elders ;  and  sAf 
as  we  can  observe,  the  greater  number  did  agree  to  the  decision  '" 
L  15.3  For  if  the  thing  be  right,  and  according  to  truth,  it  Is  H 
the  better  that  the  elders  and  greaternumbcrdoapiree  to  it;  and  if' 
their  affirming  it  will  not  make  it  right:  and  truly  a  gathering  wl 
ciders  and  greater  number  are  always,  or  most  frefjuently 

the  younger  and  lesser  number  right,  is  such  aa  we  cannot 

true  church  of  Christ  to  be."  1  will  further  remark,  that  in  wy 
bension,  the  above  extracts  contain  the  true  ground  of  deciaioM 
meetings  for  discipline.  Sentiments  commnnicaled  under  this  au 
can  only  be  judged  of  by  the  meeting  itself;  and  although  few  1 
engaged  in  the  expression,  yet  the  meeting,  by  adhering  to  them, 
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a  conclusion.  It  ihen  becomes  the  duty  of  the  clerk  to  record  such 
the  decision  of  the  meeting^.  It  is  not  presumed  that  in  the  clerk  is 
ceisarily  the  inrallibility  of  judgment,  but  that  this  is  the  rather  pos- 
ited by  the  meeting;  and  when  expressed,  it  becomes  his  duty  to  re- 
rd  it. 

[would  make  some  further  remarks  with  regard  to  the  rights  of  mem- 
nUp  of  our  Orthodox  Friends.  I  would  add,  that  we  consider  that 
if  hare  tuiliciently  separated  themselves  from  the  Society  of  Friends 
iVdease  us  from  any  responsibility  with  regard  to  them.  We  have 
m  %illiiig  to  hope,  that  in  time  they  would  see  their  error;  and  the 
ir  being  ttill  open,  that  they  would  return  again,  or  at  least  many  of 
Mif  to  the  bosom  of  the  society. 

The  counsel  for  Joseph  Hendrickson  having  rested  the  cross-examina- 
ijlrud  the  counsel  for  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  alleging  that 
kitti  lo  further  questions  to  ask,  and  the  witness  having  closed  his 
ikutions  and  additional  statements,  the  testimony  of  the  said  Charles 
likes  is  now  closed.  Charles  Storks. 

ABrmed  as  aforesaid,  and  subscribed  this  twenty-third  day  of  March, 
iblesB  hundred  and  thirty-one,  at  the  house  of  William  Ridgway,  in 
Mdeaf  in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  before  me,         J.  J.  Foster, 

Master  and  Examiner  in  Chancery. 

Jonr  Barrow,  of  the  city  of  New  York,  a  witness  produced  on  the 
ft  of  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  alleging  himself  to  be  con 
IcntliNisly  scrupulous  of  taking  an  oath,  and  being  duly  affirmed  ac- 
rdingto  law,  on  his  solemn  affirmation,  declareth  and  saith: 
Question  by  Mr.  Price.  What  is  your  age? 
A.  Sixty-four. 

Qi  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  have  ygubeen  so? 

A.^  I  had  a  birthright  in  the  society,  my  parents  both  being  members. 
Q.  Has  there  been  a  separation  or  secession  from  the  New  York  Year- 
Meeting,  within  your  knowledge;  and  if  so,  by  whom? 
A.  There  have  a  number  of  those  called  Orthodox  who  have  left  the 
ciety  or  Yearly  Meeting,  of  which  I  am  a  member. 
Q.  When? 

A.  In  the  year  1828, 1  think. 

Q.  Did  the  greater  number  of  members  and  representatives  of  that 
ijf  continue  together,  and  hold  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  the  usual  man- 

A.  I  may  answer,  in  shorty  they  did. 

II.  Has  that  same  Yearly  Meeting  been  annually  held  ever  since  as 

hm  It  has,  in  the  same  house,  and  time  of  holding  it. 

Ip  Did  the  clerk  secede  with  those  called  Orthodox,  in  1828? 

JL  I  consider  that  he  did,  by  leaving  the  meeting. 

j^  Did  the  meeting  concur  in  the  minute  that  he  read  before,  or  as 

Mt  the  house? 

L  The  meeting,  in  consequence  of  the  disturbance,  I  believe,  did  not 

lerstand  what  the  minute  contained;  thcf  could  not  hear  it. 

Im  On  that  occasion,  did  Elias  Hicks  call  upon  the  meeting  to  hear 

minute,  or  that  it  should  prevent  his  reading  it? 
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A.  He  distinctly  requested  the  meeting  to  liear  the  minute;  and  then 
they  could  judge  of  its  contents,  whether  it  was  an  adjournment  or  not 

Q-  Had  the  clerk  assured  the  meeting  that  it  was  not  a  minute  of  id* 
jourment? 

A.  All  I  heard  on  that  subject  was,  Elias  Hicks  remarked  that  the 
^lerk  said  it  was  not  a  minute  of  adjournment. 

Q.  Did  the  clerk  explain  to  the  meeting,  that  it  was  a  minute  coi: 
tinuine  the  sitting  elsewhere? 

A.  I  heard  no  such  explanation. 

Q.  Did  the  meeting  understand  that  he  was  making  a  minut^  cht- 
racterizing  Friends  from  Pennsylvania  as  separatists,  and  disorderif  ii- 
truders,  and  agree  to  any  ^uch  minute? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  that  question.  As  I  before  obserredi  the  BoiK 
was  so  great,  that  it  was  impossible  where  I  sat  to  hear  what  the ni' 
nute  did  contain. 

Q.  Did  those  who  separated  seem  to  understand  its  import?  ^ 

A.  It  was  my  impression  they  did,  at  least  many  of  them.  ^     1 

Q.  Did  they  retire  voluntarily,  or  were  they  expelled  by  phjncil 
force? 

A.  They  retired  voluntarily,  and  no  physical  force  was  made  vie  oi, 
that  I  observed.  I  saw  nothing  like  it — and  I  sat  in  a  situation  tbit I 
think  I  should  have  observed  it,  if  any  such  thing  had  occurred. 

Q.  From  what  you  observed,  did  the  clerk  seem  prepared  to  act  u^ 
partially  for  the  meeting  at  large,  or  for  those  that  separated  ool^ 

A.  My  impression  was,  that  he  did  not  act  [impartially;  that  kedid 
not  act  as  the  servant  of  the  meeting;  or  what  appeared  to  me  to  be  tht 
prevailing  sense  of  the  meeting  at  that  time. 

Q.  When  the  difficulty  was  raised  by  Thomas  Shillitoe,  in  respectts 
Friends  from  Pennsylvania  having  scats  in  the  meeting,  was  itnotpio* 
posed  as  a  means  of  avoiding  any  difTiculty,  that  Friends  of  both  pirtics 
from  Pennsylvania  should  be  permitted  to  sit? 

A.  There  was  such  a  proposition  made  by  an  Individual  of  that  meet- 

log- 

Q.  Was  it  usual  for  foreigners  to  be  the  frst  to  interfere  in  a  mittcr 
pf  that  iijiportance? 

A.  I  think  not. 
.    Q.  Had  it  been  usual  for  the  clerk  of  that  Yearly  Meeting  to  bring  i 
blank  book  instead  of  the  minutes? 

A.  Ithas  always  been  the  practice,  I  think  I  may  say  during  the fortj 
years  that  I  have  been  a  member  of  that  Yearly  Meeting,  and  itvil.: 
my  practice,  when  acting  in  that  capacity,  always  to  bring  the  bookrf- 1 
minutes,  and  the  reports  from  the  Quarterly  Meetings,  to  the  mcetilB  ^ 
during  its  first  sitting.  ' 

Q.  When  clerk  of  that  and  other  meetings  of  the  Society  of  Friendii^ 
have  you,  or  not,  found  it  to  be  your  duty  to  take  and  record  what  v/f 
peared  to  be  the  prevailing  sense  of  the  meeting? 

A.  I  always  considered  it  my  duty  so  to  do. 

Q.  Was  the  under  story  of  the  house  occupied  by  the  Yearly  Meet* 
ing  spoken  of,  in  charge  of  the  regular  committee  who  had  the  care  of 
the  property? 

A.  I  believe  it  was. 

Q.  From  what  you  had  seen,  in  the  select  meeting  of  ministers  and 
elders,  held  immediately  before  that  Yearly  Meeting,  or  elsewhere,  was 
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'^  or  not,  apparent,  that  a  separation  was  intended  by  the  party  that  did 
seeded 

A.  As  an  individual,  I  thought  there  was  sufficient  evidence,  by  what 
ccurred  in  the  select  meeting  previous  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  disci- 
Jine,  that  such  was  their  intention. 

Q.  What  proceedings  had  occurred  in  that  meeting  of  an  unusual 
haracter? 

A.  They  had  made  the  same  objections  to  individuals  sitting  in  that 
Qceting,  that  occurred  in  the  meeting  for  discipline.  And  there  ap- 
peared to  me  an  evident  determination  on  their  part  to  carry  that  point, 
ir  divide  the  society. 

Q<  What  took  place  in  respect  to  the  appointment  of  the  clerk  of  that 
MiKt  meeting? 

A.  The  usual  minute  was  made  at  the  close  of  the  first  sitting  of  that 
OMedn^,  calling  on  the  representatives  to  stop  at  the  rise  of  it,  to  con- 
■ider  of,  and  propose  the  name  of  a  Friend  to  serve  as  clerk,  to  the 
lAenioon  sitting  of  that  meeting.  On  the  opening  of  that  meeting,  one 
tf  the  representatives  informed  the  meeting,  that  they  had  agreed  to 
propote  John  Barrow  as  clerk,  the  present  year.  Soon  after  which,  an- 
imr  of  the  representatives  signified  that  that  was  not  the  choice,  or 
tkone  agreed  to  be  proposed  by  them;  this  occasioned  considerable 
obienration  on  the  part  or  individuals,  both  claiming  to  be  a  majority 
tf  the  representatives.  As  there  appeared  to  be  no  choice  on  the  part 
of  the  representatives,  it  became  the  duty  of  the  meeting  to  appoint  one* 
fcr  that  ntting;  but  there  was  a  very  great  diversity  of  sentiment,  and 
iO  decision  could  be  come  to,  in  the  unity.  I  wish  to  confine  myself  to 
Matters  of  fact,  and  what  I  know  myself,  and  not  to  state  what  I  have 
hined  fcom  hearsay — I  don't  wish  to  do  that — I  mean  as  to  what  took 
(bee  with  the  representatives. 

Counsel.  We  have  admitted  in  this  examination,  of  what  is  matter  of 
fneral  repute;  if  what  the  witness  has  in  his  mind  is  of  that  character, 
vein  be  given. 

Witness.  I  was  not  one  of  the  representatives ;  but  understood  from 
*Bveral  of  that  body,  that  immediately  upon  their  sitting  down  to  consi- 
^of  a  clerk,  and  before  they  could  have  been  considered  as  well  settled 
ttto  a  quiet,  a  Friend  stood  up,  and  proposed  the  name  of  Joseph  Bowne, 
te  lerve  the  meeting  that  year  as  clerk.  This  was  immediately  acceded 
)d  by  a  coiiaiderable  number.     There  were  a  number,  however,  that  ob- 

cled  to  it;  but  the  Friend  who  first  proposed  the  name  of  Joseph 
remarked  that  the  representatives  were  agreed,  and  proposed 
they  shonld  immediately  withdraw.  This,  as  I  understood,  was  not 
itory  to  the  greater  number,  and  they  were  not  disp6sed  to  sub- 
to  it.    They  kept  their  seats,  and  agreed,  after  the  others  had  left, 
I  understood,  that  one  of  their  number  should  propose  my  name, 
'  »h  was  done  as  before  mentioned,  at  the  opening  of  the  meeting.     I 
this  merely  as  evidence  of  a  preconcerted  plan. 

Q.  Who  had  stood  in  the  appointment  of  clerk  to  that  meeting,  from 
previous  year? 

A.  I  stood  as  clerk  for  the  previous  year,  and  for  a  number  of  years 
trevious  thereto. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  in  that  meeting,  of  the  conflicting  nomina- 
ioas? 

A.  The  result  was,  that  no  conclusion  was  come  to,  at  that  sitting,  -^^^ 
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further  than  ihul  a  minulc  was  made,  thai  the  clerk  then  at'tke^ 
table  should  contitiue  until  the  meeting  was  united  in  the  appointmot  ' 
of  o)ie ;  that  is  to  be  understood,  as  until  the  next  sitting  of  the  meetiig. 
At  the  next  sitting,  which,  if  I  remember  right,  was  on  Fifth-day  foUoi^ 
ing;  I  am  not  quite  clear  whether  Fourth  or  Fifth-day,  but  think  it  wu 
Fifth-day  following;  it  appeared  that  in  the  meeting  for  discipline  UioM 
who  are  generally  denominated  Orthodox  Friends,  had  left  the  mcetiagi 
and  had  met  separately  at  another  house,  called  the  '^  medical  coUegei'' 
Soon  after  the  opening  minute  was  read,  of  the  select  meeting*  it  wti  pro- 
posed by  a  member,  that  that  party,  as  before  denominated,  should  retire 
to  a  remote  corner  of  that  house,  of  the  room  where  we  sat ;  a  number 
accordingly  went  there,  and  as  I  understood,  made  a  minute  concluding 
to  meet  in  the  basement  story  of  that  house,  in  Rose  street^  According 
to  my  impressions,  especially  when  wc  take  into  consideration  that  there 
was  a  considerable  number  from  other  Yearly  Meetings  on  this  coati- 
nent,  and  in  Europe,  or  England,  (England  most  properly,)  there  wai  • 
the  largest  proportion  who  kept  their  seats,  and  staid  behind,  of  themes* 
bers  of  our  particular  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  While  the  diversity  of  sentiment  prevailed  at  the  previous  iittii|i 
as  to  the  choice  of  clerk,  you  did  not  feel  yourself  authorized  to  mskea 
minute  continuing  the  old  clerks  for  another  year? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  After  the  separation  of  those  who  withdrew,  whom  did  themett* 
ing  agree  upon  for  their  clerk?  • 

A.  They  appointed  myself  to  that  service. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  the  fact  of  the  separation  from  the  Yeirfr 
and   select  meetings   of  New  Yorkj  what  were  the  prominent  csnitt  . 
which  led  to  that  result?  I 

A.  The  prominent  cause,  I  l)ericvc,  which  led  to  the  separation  tt  thit 
time,  or  at  least  the  only  one  that  was  mentioned  at  the  meeting,  wis» 
that  there  was  a  number  present  who  had  been  disowned  vls  theyallege^ 
that  were  then  sitting  in  the  meeting;. 

Q.    They,  the  Orthodox  party  do  you  mean? 

A.  Yes.  This,  however,  was  not  sustained  or  conceded  to  by  tl* 
general  voice  of  the  meeting.  They  were  invited  by  individuals  to  keep 
their  seats;  that  according  to  the  usual  order  and  practice  of  that  meet* 
ing,  the  epistles  would  be  read  from  the  different  Yearly  Meetings)  MO 
it  being  well  known  that  the  separation  had  taken  place  in  Pennsylfiii>i 
the  question  of  the  rijjfht  of  those  members  to  keep  their  seats  whohrf 
been  objected  to,  would  be  determined,  by  the  acceptance  or  rcjecWi 
of  epistles  from  what  was  understood  was  called  two  Yearly  Meetiogii 
one  composed  of  the  Orthodox,  and  the  other  of  Friends.  But  they  weie 
not  disposed  to  wait  for  this,  and  separated,  or  left  the  meeting  hoi>^ 

Q.  Had  the  meeting  been  furnished  with  any  official  evidence  sili>* 
factory  to  itself,  of  the  facts  alleged  by  the  Orthodox  party? 

A.  I  believe  I  may  safely  answer  that  in  the  negative. 

Adjourned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Thursday  morning,  24th  March,  10  o'clock,  A.  M.  Examination  of 
John  Barrow,  continued.     Present  as  before. 

Question  by  Mr.  Price,  Did  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting,  of  1828, 
receive  and  answer  the  epistle  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Pennsylvania) 
See.  held  on  the  second  Second-day  of  Fourth-month? 
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A,  They  received  two  episUesy  one  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends 
Id  in  Green  street;  another  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia, 
lich.  I  expect  was  held  in  Arch  street.  They  were  both  read  in  the 
stingy  and  a  committee  appointed  as  is  u^ual  in  such  cases,  to  pre- 
re  answers.  If  my  memory  serves  me  correctly,  the  epistle  from  the 
arly  Meeting  held  in  Green  street,  was  only  answered :  yet  I  am  not 
ite  clear  in  my  recollection  as  to  this  fact,  whether  the  other  was  an- 
ered  or  not;  whether  they  did  not  take  some  notice  of  it  and  prepare 
»hort  answer;  but  I  rather  think  not. 

Q.  Have  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York,  and  that  of  Pennsylvania, 
u  held  at  Green  and  Cherry  streets,  continued  since  to  correspond? 
A.  They  have. 

Q.  Were  those  persoAs,  whose  names  were  rejected  in  the  Wcstbury 
urter,  as  representatives  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York,  of  1838, 
I  disunity  with  their  meeting,  on  account  of  proceedings  adverse  to  the 
rder  and  harmony  of  the  society,  which  had  previously  claimed  the  at- 
ntion  of  their  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  I  believe  that  was  the  ground  of  the  objections  which  were  made 
>  their  appointment. 

Q.  Are  Friends  in  general  the  greater  in  number  in  the  meetings  com- 
oung  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  They  are,  I  believe,  with  a  few  exceptions. 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  aggregate  numbers  of  the  respective  parties 
ritbin  that  Yearly  Meeting  limits? 

A.  Perhaps  it  may  be  right  to  state,  that  in  the  year  1828  or  '9,  the 
ketlng  for  Sufferings  sent  a  circular  to  all  the  Monthly  Meetings  com- 
lOiingthe  Yearly  Meeting,  requesting  them  to  appoint  committees  in 
ich  meeting,  to  examine  carefully  the  numbeh  of  Friends  composing 
ich  Monthly  Meeting;  designating  the  number  of  Friends,  the  number 
bt  had  separated,  and  held  separate  meetings,  and  also  those  who  re- 
ttined  neutral:  the  result  of  which  was  sent  down  to  the  Meeting  for 
Offerings,  and  signed  officially  by  the  clerk  of  each  Monthly  Meeting; 
I  copy  of  which  result  I  here  exhibit. 

The  witness  produces  the  statement  referred  to,  which  is  offered  in 
indence  on  the  part  of  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  and  is  marked 
If  me  Exhibit  X.     [See  Appendix.] 

The  witness  continues  his  answer — Perhaps  it  may  not  be  improper 
0 remark,  that  there  is  no  return  from  two  or  three  of  the  Monthly 
Ihttiags;  there  may  be  more  possibly  than  two  or  three,  but  I  rather 
Ijhk  that  it  the  extent. 

Q.  Although  Friends  have  generally  been  the  greater  in  number,  have 
ky  been  willing  to  obey  the  dictates  of  natural  justice,  and  offer  to 
hose  who  separated  a  proportionate  share  of  the  property. 

A.  In  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  New  York,  the  day  on  which  a  consi- 
crable  number  separated  and  left  the  meeting,  a  proposition  was  made 
f  an  individual  to  the  Monthly  Meeting,  observing  that  although  they 
Id  separated  and  left  the  society,  he  thought  they  were  in  justice  and 
Ihity  entitled  to  a  share  of  the  property,  according  to  the  numbers, 
his  sentiment  was  united  with  by  the  meeting,  unanimously,  so  far  as 
y  sentiments  were  expressed,  and  a  committee  was  appointed  to  hold 
emselves  in  readiness  to  confer  with  those  who  had  so  separated  and 
i  the  meeting,  on  the  subject,  a  copy  of  which  minute  I  shall  beg  leave 
oflfer  as  an  exhibit  at  a  future  time;  I  have  it  not  with  me  at  present. 
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The  Meeting  for  Snifertnga,  look  u  Himilar  step,  as  rcgArds  the  propcrtj 
*""tonping  ID  the  Yearly  Meeling ;  as  by  a  copy  of  a  minute  of  that  meefr 
,  which  I  now  titTcr  as  aii  exhibit,  will  appear.  ' 

!he  copy  referred  to  by^hq  witness  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  pvl 
.the  comnUlnant  and  Stacy  Uccow,  »nd  is  nuked  Exhibit  Y.  [See 

awilnesa  proceed**— This  minute  now  exhibited  was  handed  to  a 
nber  of  those  considered  the  most  influential  characters  which  had 

^arated  from  us,  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and  also  sent  to  miinr  of 
the  like  description  in  different  parts  of  our  Yearly  Meeting.  No  ooticc, 
however,  was  taken  of  it,  in  any  official-way,  to  us.  A  rninute,  how- 
ever, or  an  epistle,  directed  to  the  Quarterly,  Monthly,  and  Preparatire 
Meetings  of  Friends,  within  the  limits  of  the  Yearly  Mecting'of  New 
York,  and  signed  by  Samuel  Parsons,  by  direction  and  on  behalf  of  ih< 
Meeting  for  Sufferings,  held  in  New  York,  the  a3nd  of  Teiilh-moMh, 
i63S,  in  which  is  contained  this  concluding  paregraph;  after  many  otbcr 
BQKllnt  obEervationa  relating  to  their  peculiar  situation,  the  para^pli 
^is  follows,  viz:  "  And  thus  will  you  be  restrained  from  even  deiirinf 
rrapurchasc  ease  by  a  sacrifice  of  principle,  and  compromise  in  reluiai 
tfi^propeny,  with  those  whom  we  cannot  admit  to  be  of  our  relig^out 
faith  and  communion;  by  which  your  hands  would  be  greatly  wcaktuFJ 
in  the  exercise  of  the  discipline  of  the  society."  [The  paragraph  itot 
quoted,  is  read  by  the  witness  from  a  printed  paperj 

Hr.  Brovin.  I  would  prefer  that  that  paper  be  marked  as  an  cxhibii- 

Witnewh  I  have  no  abjection. 

The  btper  is  offered  iti  evidence  va  the  part  of  the  complainuit  ami 
Stacy  Decow,  and  mailed  Exhibit  Z.  [See  AppendiK.] 

Witness  proceeds — 1*hus  it  appears  by  an  official  document  thai  ihtj 
meant  to  make  no  compromise  as  regards  property. 

Q.  It  would  seem,  from  the  extract  given,  that  they  intended  tfiwrn- 
menti  of  Friends ;  did  their  separate  meetings  assume  to  dwoum  lix 
greater  bodies  of  Friends? 

A.   1  may  answer,  simply,  yes. 

Q.  Were  such  disownments  regarded  by  the  Society  of  Fl 
of  any  effect  to  disown  Friends  from  the  society? 

A.  Wc  considered  it  as  an  assumption  of  authority  that  we  could 
acknowledge;  and  consequently,  all  their  acta  in  this  way  were  niili  mJ 
void,  as  it  respects  our  religious'or  civil  rights. 

Q.  Where  Friends  have  been  in  possession  of  the  property,  have  ihcy 
in  any  instance  denied  to  those  who  have  separated,  the  right  to  bsti 
their  deadP 

A.  I  believe  not.  On  the  contrary  every  facility  has  been  offtrrf 
them  for  that  purpose:  in  confirmation  of  which,  I  offer  as  an  cxbibHt 
a  circular  addressed  to  the  members  of  the  separate  meeting,  JieU  is 
Henry  street,  in  the  city  of  New  York,  signed  by  Samuel  WilliU  « 
clerk  to  the  funeral  committee,  appointed  by  the  Monthly  Meednsil 
New  York. 

The  circular  spoken  of  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the 
plainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  Exhibit  A  S.  [See  Appendii-] 

Q.  Was  there  ever  occasion  for  the  relatives  of  a  deceased 


e  coold  iHfi 


.  1  the  city  of  New  York,  to  prepafe  a  grave  in  the  burial  ground  of 
another  society,  under  any  just  apprehension  that  the  gates  of  Frieotf 
ground  would  not  be  opened^ 
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A.  No;  I  should  say.  I  may  alao  add  that  the  sexton  has  directions 
ID  the  funeral  committee  to  open  the  gates  for  the  interment  of  their 
id,  without  any  application  from  them :  and  as  they  will  in  no  case  make 
t  applicatiout  the  sexton  has  been  advised  to  proceed  every  morning, 
the  burial  ground  to  see  if  any  grave  has  been  opened;  so  that  he  may 
prepared  to  open  the  gates  when  the  funeral  procession  arrives  at'the 
rd.  Those  who  have  separated  from  ua  have  a  sexton  of  their  own,  . 
lo  has  K  key  to  a  small  gate  as  I  have  understood,  by  which  he  can  bave 
»sB  at  all  times  to  open  a  grave.  I  have  not  heard  of  any  difficulty 
any  part  of  our  Yearly  Meeting,  as  it  respects  the  interment  of  their 
id. 

Q.  Has  any  meeting  of  the  Society  of  Friends  within  the  limits  of 
ew  York  Yearly  Meeting,  authorized  the  commencement  of  a  suit  at 
r,  against  those  who  have  separated? 
A.  I  know  of  none. 

Q.  Have  ihcj-  rtcommended  the  contrary? 

A.  They  have,  as  it  respects  a  suit  commenced  by  an  individual  in 
irchase  Quarter,  for  the  recovery  of  some  property  held  in  trust,  for 
school  fund,  I  think  it  is:  which  is  contrary  to  the  express  advice 
the  Meeting  for  Sufferings.  I  may  add,  that  myself  and  another 
dividual  went  up  expressly  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Purchase,  to 
Tsuade,  or  endeavour  lo  persuade,  that  individual  to  withdraw  that 
it  He  appeared  at  the  time  to  consent  so  to  do;  but  1  understood 
Icrwards  it  was  prosecuted  at  law. 
Q.  With  what  result? 

A.  The  result  was  a  verdict  In  his  favour,  as  I  understood. 
Q.  On  what  principle? 

Mr.  Brotun-  I  would  suggest  to  the  counsel  on  the  other  side,  whe- 
er  it  is  right  lo  call  tipon  the  witness  to  state  orally  the  principle  of 
legal  decision.  1  think  it  altogether  incompetent,  and  if  taken,  I  wish 
J  objection  recorded. 

Mr.  Price.   We  will  go  on;  if  it  is  not  testimony,  of  course,  it  will 
>  for  nothing, — of  this  the  chancellor  will  decide. 
Mr.  Priet  again  puts  the  question — 

The  witness  proceeds — I  have  never  seen  any  official  documenLof  that 
:ctsion;  of  course,  my  testimony  on  that  subject  is  mere  hearBay,~^yet 
believe  an  official  document  can  be  obtained,  and  exhibited  hereafter. 
Q.  Was  there  any  other  male  minister  belonging  to  Jericho  Monthly 
eeting  opposed  to  Elias  Hicks,  than  Thomas  Willis? 
A.  I  believe  there  was  no  other  male  minister  belonging  to  that  meet- 
g.  The  idea  I  meant  to  convey  is,  that  there  were  no  other  male 
intsters  belonging  to  that  meeting  than  those  two,  Elias  Hicks  and 
hoinaa  Willis. — I  believe  I  must  correct  that,  by  stating,  that  there 
IS  a  minister,  I  think,  belonging  to  Bethpage  Preparative  Meeting, 
bich  was  a  branch  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  who  I  have  reason  to  he- 
re was  in  full  unitv  >viih  Elias  Hicks. 

Q.  Had  Thomas  Willis  given  public  evidences  of  unfriendly  feeling 
wards  Elias  Hicks? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any;  without  it  is  his  dissenting  to  his  having  a 
■Ute  as  a  travelling  minister  in  one  or  two  instances.  There  is  an- 
ter  circumstance  may  be  mentioned,  which  is  generally  considered  as 
iteacb  «f  faith  upon  the  part  of  Thomas  Willis,  in  suffering  copies  of 
en  to  be  taken  of  a  private  correspondence  between  Ellas  Hicits  ultl 
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bimKlf,  after  it  had  been  agreed  that  those  letters  should  be  gircn  tj 
to  each  party  that  wrote  them. 

Q.  Was  Elias  Hicks  less  faithful  in  the  discharge  of  apprehendri 
duty  and  the  maintenance  of  the  ti^sti monies  of  ihc  Society  of  FriciUi, 
in  the  latter  part  of  hia  life,  than  he  had  been  previously? 
<  A.  I  never  discovered  but  that  he  was  as  fully  devoted  and  dedlciltd 
to  do  the  vrlll  of  God  (I  may  say)  in  the  latter  part  of  his  life,  as  at  mj 
former  period. 

Q.  Is  there  any  discipline  or  usage  of  the  society  warranting  a  eomii' 
nation  iff  the  eldert  of  five  Monthly  Mceiiiigs,  officially  to  treat  witli  i 
minister  travelling  In  the  order  of  the  society,  for  alleged  unsoundneu, 
in  uiother  Quarterly  or  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  know  of  no  such  discipltoe  that  would  warrant  any  eombiiMm 
of  the  kind  alluded  to. 

Q.  Or  usage? 

A.  Well,  I  have  no  objection  to  usage  being  nut  in;  I  know  of  none 

Q.  Is. the  Moming^eeting  of  London  organized  under,  or  recogntiol 
hjt  the  discipline  of  the  London  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  believe  the  Morning  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  have  ccrtiia 
defined  powers  granted  them  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  London. 

Q.  Is  there  any  parallel  between  the  case  of  the  London  Mtmuar^ 
Meeting  declining  to  grant  its  permission  to  a  minister  to  travel  under 
its  sanction  abroad,  and  advising  a.  return  home,  and  the  case  of  ■  vohfr 
tary  association  of  the  elders  of  five  Monthly  Meetings  In  Philadelphiit 
to  stop  a  minister  travelling  in  the  regular  order  of  the  society  for  av 
tottndnai  alleged  to  have  occurreil  within  his  own  Yearly  Meeting  befoit 
he  obtained  his  certificates  to  travel? 

A.  1  think  there  is  not.  I  can  give  my  reasons  why  I  think  sO)  if  iu 
necessary. 

Q.  Do  so. 

A.  The  Morning  Meeting  of  ministers  and  cidcm  In  London  is  a 
regularly  organized  body,  who  have  powers  given  them  in  certain  cases 
to  grant  certificates  to  travelling  Friends:  thi;  other  appears  to  be  sa 
assumption  of  power  not  given  tlitm  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  aay 
superior  meeting. 

Q.  Has  the  discipline  of  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting  reversed  ifae 
gospel  order,  so  as  to  authorize  the  complaint  to  the  church,  before  a 
private  opportunity  had  with  the  party  complained  of? 

A.  I  think  not;  although  a  different  construction  has  been  put  Dpon 
their  discipline.  And  I  offer  as  an  cx.!iibit  those  two  paragraphs,  or  I 
will  read  from  "discipline  of  iho  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  is 
New  York,  for  the  state  of  New  York,  and  parts  adjacent,"  page  34, 
tinder  the  head,  Meelingi  of  MiniaUrt  and  Eldert,  the  following,  wliichii 
the  part  I  alluded  to,  as  having  had  different  constructions  put  npoB  i^ 
vis:  "  As  the  occasion  of  our  religious  meetings  is  solemn,  k  can 
should  be  maintained  to  guard  against  every  thing  tending  to  disorder 
or  interruption — none  are  to  oppose  in  a  religious  meeting  a  Friend  whti 
publicly  speaking,  whether  he  be  a  recommended  minister  or  not,  whilst 
in  unity  as  a  member,  nor  in  time  of  prayer  keep  on  the  hat,  or  show 
tny  remarkable  dislike;  but  should  any  Friend  have  objections  to  what 
is  delivered,  he  is  to  speak  to  the  individual  privately,  previous  to  which, 
it  is  advised  that  the  dissatisfaction  be  communicated  to  one  or  more  of 
the  elders  for  advice  and  assistance.     When  meetings  are  disturbed  bf 
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!■  CDininunicat'ions,  it  should  be  the  care  of  the  ministers  and 
take  suitable  opportunities  with  the  person  who  has  given  cause 
rn,  and  to  extend  advice  and  counsel  as  may  appear  necessary; 
;  continue  to  disturb  our  meetings  for  worship,  he  should  be 
dmonished;  and  provided  the  desired  effect  be  not  producedi 
should  be  laid  befDre  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  ministers  and 
lat  further  care  may  be  emended;  but  should  the  Friend  still 
lerein,  this  meeting  ought  to  lay  it  before  a  Monthly  Meeting 
iline,  which  should  proceed  to  treat  with  and  diaewn  him,  if  it 

to  be  necessary," 

\tn  it  is  advised  that  the  dissatisfaction  be  communicated  to 
ore  of  the  elders  for  advice  and  assistance,  is  it  that  the  private 
ity  recommended  may  be  taken  with  such  advice  or  assistance, 

communication  to  the  elders  to  be  considered  as  a  complaint 
urch,  as  a  ground  of  treatment  with  a  minister? 
t  at  all.     That  clause  in  the  discipline,  I  believe,  was  designed 
rage  young   and    inexperienced    Friends   from  treating  with 
,  or  finding  fault  with  them,  without  taking  the  advice  of  some 

elder. 

1  it  been  the  practice  of  the  society  to  set  up  and  lay  down 
with  the  mutual  consent  of  the  meetings  concerned? 
irly  Meetings  1  consider  entirely  independent  of  each  other; 
jrobable  they  may  differ,  as  it  respects  this  question.  I  know 
\i  rule  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  which  1  am  a  member. 
)eak  of  meetings  subordinate  to  Yearly  Meetings;  whether  it 
the  practice  for  such  meetings  to  proceed  in  such  a  measure 
larmonious  consent  of  all  concerned? 

far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  I  believe  that  to  have  been  the 

)f  society. 

re  you  ever  known  of  a  case  in  which  a  Monthly  Meeting'  has 

npted  to  be  laid  down  without  its  own  consent  i 

ive  not,  by  any  meeting  now  conducted,  in  what  I  consider  the 

rder  of  society. 

lie  subordination  of  meetings  in  the  society  understood  to  vest 

«rior  meeting  an  arbitrary  control  in  this  respect? 

ink  not. 

s  the  subordination  in  any  instance  extend  to  give  the  supe- 

ing  a  controlling  power  over  the  properly  of  the  inferior  meel- 

I  not  think  they  have— it  does  not,  as  I  apprehend. 

[«00».] 

Merer  the  different  degrees  of  influence  which  memben  may 
le  society,  has  any  one  any  greater  interest  or  share  than  an- 
he  property? 

ould  think  they  derived  no  additional  interest  from  any  influ- 
ffice,  or  station,  which  they  may  hold  in  society. 
,  have  said  that  Yearly  Meetings  are  independent  of  each  other] 
Yearly  Meeting  make  its  own  discipline,  and  govern  all  V 
gi  according  to  its  own  will,  subject  only  to  the  great  head 
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Q.  H&s  the  London  Ycarljr  Meeting  viy  peculiar  or  paramount 
thority  over  other  Yearly  Meetings? 

A.  I  believe  not,  except  that  that  of  Dublin  may  be  considered  U 
■one  respects  subordinate. 

Q.   Has  the  Society  of  Friends  always  been  especially  careful  to 
duct  and  preserve  the  proceedings  of  their  meetings,   subject  to  tin 
Bpirilual  head  of  the  church,  in  exclusion  of  a  temporal  account  ability? 

A.   What  is  meant  by  temporal  accountability?  To  whom  >. 

Q.  To  the  exclusion  of  an  exercise  of  an  authority  over  them  by  tba 
civil  tribunals  or  legislatures  of  the  country? 

Witness.  I  find  it  difRcult  to  comprehend  what  is  the  meaning  of  tbe 

Q.  Has  not  their  objection  to  the  acceptance  of  corporate  privilege! 
been  on  the  ground  that  it  n-ould  beget  a  legal  accountability  to  temparil 
tribunals,  in  concerns  over  which  they  acknowledge  Christ  alone  astbcir 

A.  In  respect  to  the  first  part  of  the  query,  I  believe  that  the  sodeif 
in  some  places  have  accepted  of  incorporationst  or  corporate  po«cn; 
with  respect  to  the  second,  they  do  so  acknowledge  Christ  to  be  (k 
head  in  all  cases. 

Q.  Is  the  authority  with  which  members  speak  lobe  judged  of  by  th4 
meeting  tbcy  address  I 

A.  I  should  think  so. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  means  of  control  in  tbe  meetings  of  the  sodc^' 
than  by  the  force  of  conviction  ? 

A.  That  ought  to  be  the  governing  principle  in  all  cases. 

Q.  Is  it  the  duty  of  a  clerk  to  record  what  after  discussion  becomet 
to  be  the  seme  of  the  meeting,  through  the  force  of  conviction  wrouglit 
upon  it? 

A.  I  believe  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  clerk  to  propose  to  the  awcting 
a  minute  of  what  he  considers  to  be  the  sense  and  judgment  of  the  lotet- 
ing;  and  if  united  with  hy  the  meeting,  it  is  then  placed  on  record. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  acted  in  the  station  of  clerk  in  thcTUiol* 
meetings  of  the  society? 

A.  1  believe  I  have  acted  in  that  capacity  in  one  meeting  or  otIier,fat 
upwards  of  thirty  years,  with  scarcely  any  intermission  during  that  tiiu. 

Q.  Since  what  age  have  you  attended  and  taken  a  concern  in  the  n" 
ings  of  discipline  of  the  society? 

A.  1  think  I  may  answer  that  question:  from  about  thirty  to  thirtyiW 
yearsof  age,  as  to  taking  a  concern;  1  may  have  been  under  appotatmnO 
previous  to  that  lime.  ' 

Q.  In  what  parts  of  the  world  have  you  had  opportunities  of  wttneuilC 
the  proceedings  of  meetings  of  the  Society  of  Friends? 

A.  My  opportunities  have  been  chiefly  conBned  to  my  own  Y*M 
Meeting  in  New  York. 

Q.  Are  you  in  attendance  here  in  pursuance  of  a  requisition  of  in 
pcena  served  upon  you? 

A.  I  received  such  a  document  previous  to  my  coming  here. 

Q.  From  having  been  in  England,  or  from  other  sources  of  infom* 
lion,  can  you  give  an  idea  of  the  number  of  Friends  ift  Great  Britain  u' 
Ireland? 

A.  I  have  heard  the  number  estimated,  from  some  that  I  consideri 
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night  to  have  a  right  estimation  or  idea  of  the  numbers,  at  from  about 
Eighteen  to  twenty  thousand. 

Q.  Have  Friends  in  those  countries  been  possessed  of  the  necessary 
nformation  to  enable  them  lo  form  any  correct  idea  of  the  nature  and 
nerits  of  the  controversy  and  division  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
lociety  in  this  country? 

A.  As  it  respects  the  society  at  laree,  I  apprehend  that  they  hwe 
been  but  partially  informed. 

Q.  Has  that  informaiion  been  chiefly  on  one  side,  or  of  a  nature  to 
Enable  them  to  judge  of  the  claims  of  the  respective  parties  in  this  country! 

A.  I  judge  not  as  a  body;  because  in  a  Yearly  Meeting  capacity,  ihey 
have  refused  to  receive  any  epistles  from  us,  that  might  give  them  in- 
formation on  those  subjects. 

Q.  Were  those  epistles  rejected  by  the  meeting  at  large,  or  withheld 
hj  the  influence  of  a  few  prominent  individuals? 

A.  I  rather  think,  from  the  information  I  have  received,  that  the 
meeting  at  large  were  informed  thai  there  were  such  communications; 
fcui  that  the  consideration  of  the  propriety  of  reading  them  in  the  meet- 
ing, was  referred  to  a  committee  appointed  by  the  meeting,  to  judge  of 
Md  report.  !  understood  they  reported  that  they  ought  not  to  be  readj 
•nd  they  were  directed  to  be  returned  to  the  clerks  transmitting  them; 
Ud  irmy  information  is  correct,  they  were  so  returned, 

Q,  Was  ihc  information  from  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  in  Philadel- 
phia, alleged  as  the  ground  of  such  rcjectionr 

A.  1  have  understood  that  was  the  ground  they  took. 

The  counsel  rests  the  examination  in  chief;  and  the  said  John  Barrow 
kejng  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrickson,  further  saith: 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown.  Are  you  a  member  of  that  body  of  persons 
*  the  state  of  New  York  with  whom  EUaa  Hicks  was  in  unity  at  the 
ime  of  his  death? 

A.  I  am  a  member  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York ;  and  that 
■Ucting  baa  issued  a  testimony  of  unity  with  him  and  his  labours. 

Q.  Of  what  Monthly  Meeting  in  the  Society  of  Friends  were  you  born 
I  member P 

A.  Of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Lancaster,  in  Great  Britain. 

Q.  Does  not  the  discipline  of  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting  expressly 
'Inhibit  the  attendance  of  persons  at  meetings  for  discipline  who  are 
ilidcr  dealing,  or  disowned? 

A.  I  believe  there  is  such  a  rule  of  discipline;  and  that  it  has  always 
•en  exercised,  when  the  meeting  has  known  that  to  be  the  fact. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York,  a  few  years  previous  to 
Ite separation,  issue  advice  to  lis  subordinate  meetings,  enjoining  a  atrict 
bteFvaoce  of  this  rule  of  its  discipline? 

A.  That  may  have  been  the  case;  though  I  have  no  recollection  of  such 
dvice  being  issued,  at  the  time  queried  after  by  the  counsel. 

Q.  Was  it  not  well  known  that  testimonies  of  diaovmment  had  been 
titled  by  their  respective  Monthly  Meetings  against  many  persons  who 
'«rc  present  at  the  silting  of  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeling,  In  1828? 

A.  At  that  time  we  had  no  ojfieial  information  of  the  fact,  although 
leh  was  the  inlimalion  of  several  Friends  then  present:  but  the  meeting, 
Mwing  thai  a  division  had  taken  place  within  ihe  compass  of  the  Yearly 
leeltng  of  Pennsylvania,  Ecc.  it  was  not  prepared  to  act  upon  tlic  in- 
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formation  then  received,  which  was  principally  from  those  who  wci 
had  been  members  of  that  Yearly  Meeting.  1  thluk  the  same  Uiillf 
■tited  by  one  Friend  who  was  from  England. 

Q.  Did  not  the  clerk  of  New  York  Yearly  Meeting  upon  that  OOH 
state  such  to  be  the  fact? 

A.  1  think  it  is  not  improbable,  [hough  I  have  no  recollectiOB t 

and  I  don't  think  il  would  have  altered  the  case  at  all.  1 

Q.  Was  it  not  a.  matter  of  general  notoriety  that  such  persootj 

present?  J 

A.  I  don't  think  the  meeting  at  large  knew  any  thing  of  it,  alt^ 

individuals  might  have  heard  such  reports.  . 

Q.   Do  you  mean  to  be  underslood  as  saying  that  the  gfreater  m 

of  the  representatives  to  the  select  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York,iiii 

were  in  favour  of  proposing  you  as  clerk  to  that  meeting  for  that  ] 

A.   I  have  no  other  means  of  information  than  the  lestinaonyof  a) 

berof  the  representatives,  whom  1  always  considered  to  be  men  oft] 

asserting  in  the  meeting  at  largCi  that  that  was  the  fact. 

Q.  Did  that  testimony  state  how  it  was  ascertained  that  thef  1 
the  greater  number? 

A.  No.     They  both  claimed  to  be  the  greater  number. 
Q.  Did  not  Richard  Mott  report  to  that  meeting  on  behalf  of  tki 
preientatives,  the  name  of  Joseph  Bowne  as  clerk? 

A.  He  did,  after  Warren  Ferris,  who  was  also  one  of  the  repreM 
tiveif  had  previously  reported  my  name  as  clerk. 

Q.  As  nearly  as  you  can  recollect  what  was  the  language  of  tlia 
nule  you  made  upon  that  occasion,  appointing  yourself  clerk? 

A.  If  I  remember  right  it  was,  that  '*  as  there  appeared  no  cbcM 
the  part  of  the  representatives,  and  the  meeting  were  erideallK 
united  in  any  Friend  to  serve  as  clerk,  the  present  clerk  was  rtqai 
to  serve  the  meeting,  until  the  meeting  should  be  more  united  tfep 
was  at  the  present  timej"  referring,  however,  and  it  was  probaUj 
mentioned,  though  I  do  not  recollect  that  il  was  mentioned,  lo  thu 
sitting;  if  not  mentioned,  however,  my  impression  is  that  il  **■■■ 
derstood.  -I 

Q.  When  the  separation  took  place  in  the  select  Yearly  Meetin^ft 
there  tjot  siily-scven  of  those  you  call  Orthodox,  whom  you  aay  ted 
to  a  remote  corner  of  the  room,  and  but  twenty-eight  who  kept  4 
seats  with  you? 

A.  I  never  made  such  a  statement)  nor  never  heard  such  a  Oolj 

fore.  J 

Counsel.  My  object  is  to  obtain  from  you  a  statement  accordlMglfl 

best  of  your  recollection?  1 

^  Witness.    My  impression    always  has  been,  as  it  was,  I  thiafc,  tfl 

time  that  those  who  went  away,  or  separated,  members  of  the  Y(| 

Meeting  of  New  York,  were  less  than  those  who  staid  behind  and  I 

their  seals.  1 

Q.   Were  there  not  strangers,  not  members  of  the  select  Yearly  MB 

ingof  New  York,  who  staid  and  kept  their  scats  with  you?  •• 

A.  Yes,  there  were.  'j 

Q.  Without  taking  into  consideration  either  the  strangers  that  ij 

with  you,  or  that  retired  with  those  you  call  Orthodox  to  a  remotej 

ner  of  the  room,  and  confining  the  estimate  to  those  who  were  menl 

of  the  select  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York,  tvhich  was  the  most  am 
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I,  those  who  staid  with  you,  or  those  who  retired  '^  to  the  comer  of 

room?" 

.  I  never  counted  them.  My  impression  was,  and  is,  that  the  larger 

iber  of  that  description  staid  behind. 

•  Were  not  Martha  Smith  and  other  persons,  who  had  never  been 
lowledged  as  ministers,  at  that  meeting,  and  their  attendance  sup- 
ed  and  encouraged  by  those  whom  you  call  Friends? 

•  I  have  understood  that  Martha  Smith  was  then  a  recommended 
Lster;  as  to  others,  I  knew  of  no  others  then  in  attendance,  but  who 
e  either  ministers  or  elders,  and  had  a  right  to  sit  there. 

|.  Was  not  the  prominent  cause  of  the  difficulties  of  the  Society  of 
;nds  in  New  York  Yearly  Meeting,  and  which  finally  led  to  the  separa- 
,  the  utieasiness  and  dissatisfaction  of  many  Friends  with  the  alleged 
>and  doctrines  promulgated  by  Elias  Hicks? 

..  I  must  put  another  query  to  the  counsel,  whether  he  means  to  con- 
that  to  the  difficulties  that  took  place  at  the  time  of  the  separation, 
reviouB. 
ounsel.  No.  I  mean  the  general  difficulties,  which  arose  in  the  so- 

\^itnes8.  In  answer  to  that  question,  I  think  it  is  previously  answered, 

n  my  stating,  that  the  great  body  of  the  society  were  in  unity  with 

IS  Hicks  as  a  minister  of  the  gospel. 

he  question  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  answers, 

»  not  think  that  was  the  cause,  myself. 

[•  Were  there  not  a  number  of  the  active  members  of  that  Yearly 

iting,  who  apprehended  that  Elias  Hicks  held  and  promulgated  un- 

id  doctrines^ 

»  That  I  believe  was  alleged  on  the  part  of  a  number:,  but  by  no 

AS  the  general  sense  of  the  body. 

[•  If  the  alleged  unsoundness  of  the  doctrines  promulgated  by  Elias 

ka  waft  not,  what  was  the  cause  of  the  difficulties  that  occurred  within 

limits  of  New  York  Yearly  Meeting?  ' 

^  I  should  be  sorry  to  be  compelled  to  answer  that  question;  because 

oald  lead  me,  as  I  apprehend,  to  expose  the  character  and  conduct 

idividuals,  for  many  of  ^whom  I  entertain  a  sincere  and  personal  re- 

i  and  affection,  as  well  of  the  living  as  for  the  memory  of  the  dead. 

it  respects  the  dead,  I  desire  always  to  observe  the  Latin  maxim, 

e  mortuis  nil  nisi  bonum,"     If  after  this  explanation,  the  master  in- 

I  upon  my  going  into  a  full  detail  of  what  1  apprehend  was  the  pri- 

7  and  leading  cause  which  led  to  the  separation  in  our  Yearly  Meet- 

.  I  shall  be  disposed,  although  very  reluctantly,  to  comply  with  it 

xaminer.  I  can  only  read  again  to  you  the  interrogatory  of  the  coun- 

[r.  Broum.  I  have  asked  for  the  causes  of  the  difficulties.  So  far  as 
details  are  neces,sary  to  explain  those  causes,  I  wish  the  witness  to 
\  them.  The  party  in  this  cause  for  whom  I  am  concerned  is  not 
K)sed  to  shrink  from  investigation.  But  were  it  otherwise,  what  the 
less  calls  his  explanation,  would  compel  us  to  insist  upon  an  answer 
lie  question :  to  omit  to  do  so,  would  be  impliedly  to  acknowlei* 
we  really  are  guilty  of  the  offences  insinuated. 
Witness.  The  primary  cause  then,  as  I  understood  it,  originate 
1  the  unsoundness  of  Elias  Hicks  on  questions  relating  to  doc 
that  he  attacked,  in  the  first  ini|aiice,  the  conduct  of  certain  i 
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duals  in  joining;  with  and  associattngf  themselves  wllh  Bible  SocieiJt^ 
and  other  benevolent  institutions  of  the  time,  at  that  time;  and  hi 
others  of  a  popular  character,  such  as  voting,  and  taking  a  ptn 
elections  in  the  civil  government :  and  in  calling  in  question  the  motiw' 
which  led  them  into  these  associations;  which  Ellas  Hicks  thoa^ivii 
more  to  court  the  popular  opinion  of  the  day,  than  any  ground  of  It 
ligious  concern.  This  gave  great  offence,  and  occasioned  sometluif 
of  a  party,  as  ihey  were  influential  characters  in  the  Monthly  and  Pw 
parative  Meetings  of  New  York.  Those  individuals  sought  every  of, 
portunity,  I  believe,  to  lessen  the  religious  character  and  standin^tf 
Elias  Hicks.  This,  as  I  apprehend,  is  what  seems  to  have  tjeen  tU 
first  rise  of  the  diChcuUies.  Elias  Hicks  was  a  man  that  fearlesslr,  u 
it  respected  the  opinions  of  men,  endeavoured  to  discharge  hit  diitf, 
without  regarding  their  applause  or  censure.  A  party  in  society  bdiq; 
thus  formed,  were  each  zealotis  to  support  their  own  views.  Someot 
those  characters  being  leading  and  inBucntial  members  of  society  ii 
their  conduct  in  meetings  for  discipline,  although  the  minor  pariofih 
body,  appeared  desirous  to  bear  rule;  being  a  few  over  the  many.  Ttii 
occasioned  a  state  of  things  that  was  particularly  trying.  One  or  fm 
English  Friends  came  over  to  this  country;  these  ihey  prevailed  upoi 
to  take  sides  with  them ;  that  iS|  the  minor  part, — I  wish  to  be  ondtr- 
stood  as  I  go  along, — and  by  relating  .to  tht^m  particular  and  absiriM 
sentences  that  Elias  Hicks  might  have  dropped,  they  prevailed  upon 
ihem  to  believe  that  Elias  Hicks  held  unsound  opinions.  From  ibil 
time  a  decided  and  settled  opposition  to  Elias  Hicks  took  place;  lud 
after  which  another  Friend  came  out  from  England,  and  early  oppor 
tunities  were  taken  with  her,  to  prejudice  her  mind  in  the  same  viy. 
She,  however,  went  to  Elias  Hicks,  paid  him  a  visit  at  his  own  hoox, 
published  the  conversation,  or  rather  left  the  conversation  in  writiDgi 
which  took  place  between  them.  This  conversation  she  communicated 
to  me  confidentially,  and  I  advised  her  with  all  the  arguments  I  fras  capi- 
ble  of  making  use  of,  to  suppress  and  never  to  show  them  to  any  hoij  ' 
else,  but  to  burn  them;  as  I  thought  they  contained  some  charges  thil 
were  not  correct,  and  that  she  nnust  have  misunderstood.  However, 
this  manuscript  copy  of  the  conversation,  copies  of  which  were  suffertd 
to  be  taken,  and  were  afterwards  published.  This,  1  consider,  theie 
statements  that  I  have  made,  I  consider  as  the  origin  and  beginniogot 
the  difRculties  in  society. 
Adjourned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Friday  morning,  March  25,  10  o'clock.  Cross-examination  continued- 
Present  as  before. 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown.  Ijinderstand  the  witness  to  say,  that  the 
causes  out  of  which  arose  the  difficulties  in  the  society,  were  opposition 
to  Elias  Hicks,  by  the  persons  to  whom  lie  has  alluded;  though  he  dots 
not  admit  that  that  opposition  was  for  the  reason  supposed  in  my  first 
question  on  this  subject.     Am  I  correct  in  this  understanding? 

A.  Thee  is  correct  in  part.  I  consider  that  the  opposition  wasndt 
conRned  to  Elias  Hicks,  simply;  but  also  to  all  those  who  in  any  degree 
supported  or  united  with  him. 

Q.  You  have  alluded  to  some  Englvh  Friends  who  had  arrived  in  this 
country;  were  the  sermons  and  letters  of  Elias  Hicks  printed  and  pub- 
lished before  those  Friends  left  thisjountry;  and  had  those  Friends  an 


ty  of  reading  them,  ud  of  beariiig  EMms  Hicks  im  Us  pabCc 

is! 

lieve  ihat  a  n  itmbcr  of  thoat  xrmana  were  pahfafccJ  pmiovs 

ivtnglhiscounirj;  and  ibu  tber  bad  had  oppomaatr,  if  tkej 

embrace  it,  of  reading  tkcn,  and  hearing  Ita  a  Us  p«Ulc 

lere  any  thin g  in  the  discipline  of  ihe  Ne*  Torfc  Ttarty  Men- 
recognises  or  proTides  for  the  cxiswii<e  of  two  du«iuifd  aad 
bodies,  both  claiming  to  be  the  Society  of  Fricnda? 
t  appears  to  me  to  be  a  singvlar  (jnestMB ;  but  I  am  willing  M 
explicitly,  that  there  is  not.— there  l»  no  wtth  dIacipIiBe. 
rioua  to  the  jcsf  1818,  had  New  York  Yearlj  Meeting  cor- 
wilb  more  than  one  body  in  the  citv  of  Philadelphia,  claia»- 
the  "  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends,"  of  Philadclpbix? 
y  had  not. 

,  not  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia  with  wUcIi  tbe  Xew 
rly  Meeting  hid  theretofore  cormpoaded,  hdd  on  tfac  tltiid 
,yof  Founh-monih  in  each  year,  at  Arch  street? 
nclude  that  that  vrai  the  «suil  time  and  place  of  the  atettim^ 
tnerly  comprised  the  Yearly  Meeting  at  Pliitadelphia. 
Ter  to  the  cguesiioti.  and  ask.  wbetber  that  was  the  Yearly  Meet- 
rhich  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting  had  tberetofi>tc  eure- 

.  •  mbject  of  public  notoriety,  that  that  meeting,  held  la  Arch 
83T,  beCBioe  very  much  onsettled  and  diatnrbed:  that  a  grtai 
n  of  thai  body,  which  formerly  composed  the  Yearly  Meettsg 
ilphia,  were  much  dissatisfied  with  the  proceedings  of  xparly 
;eting;  in  consequence  of  which,  as  I  na*c  understood,  tbejr 
idc  to  meet  separately,  where  their  ciril  and  religious  rigbta 
more  respected.  But  althougfa  thus  separated,  they  assimed, 
in  fact  a  body  comprising  the  Yearly  Mectingof  Philadelphia; 
the  same  laws,  usages,  and  practices,  as  prescribed  by  the 
,  and  formerly  adopted  liy  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia. 
1  aeparaiion,  and  antecedent  to  ihat  time,  the  New  York  Yearly 
lad  correspondcnd  with  that  Yearly  Meeting,  held  in  Arch 
I  hare  described.  I  consider  them  the  same  body  still. — that 
der  those  who  hold  their  meeting  al  Green  street,  as  the  same 
;  and  who  are  governed,  as  I  said  before,  by  the  same  disci- 

lawa,  as  far  as  1  know,  which  governed  the  Yearly  Meeting 
elphia,  held  in  Arch  street,  previous  to  the  year  1137. 
h  how  many  Yearly  Meetings  does  the  meeting  which  yon  dot 
ew  York  Yearly  Meeting,  correspond  ! 

tng  the  last  year  we  hare  sent  epistles,  I  think,  only  to  two  or 
elicve — three — yes,  oi)  reflection,  there  are  four;  Philadelphia, 
I,  Ohio,  and  Indiana.  We  have  not,  however,  closed  up  the 
ly  refusal  to  correspond  with  London,  Dublin,  Rhode  Island, 

and  North  Carolina;  and  may  resume  it  whenever  way  opens 

to  the  four  Yearly  Meetings  with  which  yon  aay  yoor  Yearly 
has  corresponded  during  the  last  year,  has  there  not  been  a 
n  in  each  of  those  Yearly  Meetings? 
xt  is  the  general  report. 
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Q.  Your  Yearly  Meeting  then  only  corresponds  with  a  part  of  those 
who  formerly  composed  those  Yearly  Meetings  ? 

A.  We  consider  that  we  are  corresponding  with  those  Yearly  Meet- 
ings, without  any  allusion  io  parts^  or  what  may  have  taken  place. 

Q.  Are  there  not  within  the  limits  of  those  Yearly  Meetings,  other 
bodies  of  men  than  those  with  whom  you  corresponded,  who  claimed  to 
be  the  Yearly  Meetings  of  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  Ohio,  and  Indiani, 
respectively? 

A.  I  cannot  speak  from  any  personal  knowledge,  except  Philadelphit; 
although  I  have  no  doubt,  by  general  report,  that  that  is  the  case. 

Q.  I  have  understood  you  to  say,  that  during  the  last  year,  the  meet- 
ing that  you  call  New  York  Yearly  Meeting,  did  not  correspond  with 
the  Yearly  Meetings  of  London,  Dublin,  Rhode  Island,  (called  New 
England,)  Virginia,  or  North  Carolina — before  the  separation,  didiet 
New  York  Yearly  Meeting  correspond  with  those  meetings  ? 

A.  I  think  I  stated  before,  that  no  epistles  from  the  Yearly  Meeting 
of  New  York,  to  those  meetings  mentioned  by  the  counsel,  were  pre- 
pared and  sent  last  year;  although  the  way  is  not  closed  for  any  further 
correspondence,  that  I  know  of.  It  is  true,  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New 
York  had  formerly  corresponded  with  all  these  meetings;  and  I  think 
it  probable,  that  the  way  will  ag^in  open  foi*  a  resumption  of  that  cor- 
respondence. 

Q.  Byformerli/y  do  you  not  mean  before  the  separation? 

A.  Yes — before  what  thou  calls  a  separation. 

Q.  By  general  repute,  do  not  those  Yearly  Meetings  correspond  with 
New  York  Yearly  Meeting,  held  by  those  you  call  Orthodox? 

A.  In  making  use  of  that  term,  I  do  not  do  it  out  of  any  disrespect;! 
have  a  dislike  to  attach  any  nick-names  to  any  body,  or  society  of  men; 
but  when  I  have  made  use  of  the  term,  I  have  merely  done  so  for  dis- 
tinction's sake.  Please  to  repeat  the  question  again.  [The  question  is 
read  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  answers.]  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
answering  that  that  is  the  general  report.  I  have  no  other  means  of 
knowing,  as  I  have  not  seen  their  correspondence— -but  I  am  willing  to 
answer  it  in  the  affirmative. 

Q.  Have  not  each  of  those  Yearly  Meetings,  London,  Dublin,  Rhode 
Island,  Virginia,  and  North  Carolina,  issued  declarations,  slating  that 
they  do  not  consider  those  meetings,  of  which  you  are  a  member,  as 
meetings  of  the  Society  of  Friends  ? 

A.  I  think  1  have  seen  some  declarations  from  some  of  those  meet- 
ings, that  I  have  thought  contained  very  unwise  and  intemperate  ex- 
pressions; which  conveyed  the  conclusion,  I  think,  that  is  queried  after. 
I  charitably  impute  it  to  want  of  information,  and  to  a  want  of  that 
christian  feeling  and  forbearance,  which  ought  to  characterize  the  pro- 
fession we  are  making  as  Friends. 

Q.  Did  not  those  Yearly  Meetings  also  declare  their  disunity  with 
the  doctrines  held  and  promulgated  by  Elias  Hicks  ? 

A.  I  have  not  a  distinct  recollection  of  all  the  charges.  I  may  re- 
mark, as  I  said  before,  that  I  considered  that  they  generally  arose  from 
a  want  of  right  information;  and  probably  to  the  influence  of  certain 
characters  travelling  in  the  ministry,  and  present  when  those  unkind 
and  uncharitable  testimonials  were  issued  by  those  meetings. 

Q.  As  far  as  the  information  of  the  witness  extends,  1  wish  him  lo 


^■nether  they  did  not  declare  their  disunity  with  the  doctrines  of 
u  Hicks? 

Witness.  I  am  now  going  to  answer  the  question.  I  think  I  have  a 
ijncl  recfol lection,  that  in  one  or  two  of  those  declarations,  wherein 

name  was  mentioned,  coupled  with  some  declarations  of  that  kind, 
on't  recollect  in  what  way  they  were  put;  but  if  I  had  them  to  refer 

I  could  answer  more  particularly. 

3-  At  the  lime  of  the  separation  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York, 
re  not  those  persons  who  left  the  house,  refused  admittance  into  the 
icment  story  of  the  meeting  house? 

,\.  I  believe  1  must  say,  that  I  cannot  admit  that  the  Yearly  Meeting 
New  York  ever  have  separated;  that  a  ceriain  party  who  seceded  and 
I  the  house,  and  asked,  as  I  understood,  for  admittance  into  the  liase- 
ini  story,  were  refused ;  not  considering  that  they  had  any  right  to 
chx  privilege. 

Q.  You  slalc  that  ihc  persons  whose  names  were  rejected  as  repre- 
ttalives  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  from  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  West- 
ry  in  1838,  were  in  disunity  with  iheir  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meet- 
gs — will  you  please  to  state  who  those  persona  wcrej  and  how  they  had 
inced  that  disunity? 

Witness.  (Referring  to  a  MS.)  ll  is  unpleasant  to  me  to  mention 
lines;  however,  I  shall  not  shrink  from  it.  (  believe  they  were  Thomas 
Bwkeshursi,  Samuel  Wood,  William  F.  MoH,  and  John  R.  Willi*. 
hose  individuals  had  met  in  a  disorderly  manner,  as  1  apprehend,  at 
le  meeting  house  in  Rose  street,  had  drawn  up  a  remonstrance  against 
le  proceedings  of  the  Preparative  Meeting  held  at  that  house.  This 
imonstrance  was  presented  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  New  York.  A 
>mmitlec  was  appointed  by  that  meeting  to  consider  the  charges 
jainst  that  Preparative  Meeting,  and  report.  They  accordingly  met, 
id  after  a  close  investigation  of  the  subject,  reported  to  the  Monthly 
Iwting  that  the  charges  which  these  Friends  exhibited  were  groundlut 
iiioilhout  foundalion,  which  report  was  sustained  and  united  with  as 
le  prevailing  sense  of  that  meeting,  and  so  recorded  on  its  minutes. 
bese  Friends,  however,  were  still  dissatisfied,  and  appealed  from  the 
idgment  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting.  The 
iMrterly  Meeting  look  up  the  subject,  appointed  a  large  committee  of 
idicious  Friends,  who  carefully  investigated  Ihe  charges,  as  at  first  ex- 
ibiled;  ihe  proceedings  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  New  York  heard 
K  parties  in  the  case,  and  finally  reported  that  they  had  not  any  jutt 
Miw  of  complaint  against  that  meeting.  When  I  gave  in  my  testimony 
r  those  Friends  being  rejected  by  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  as  suitable 
:presentatives  to  represent  that  body  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  I  alluded 
'  this  circumstance,  which,  by  their  own  declaraiion.  they  had  pre- 
iously  expressed  their  disunity  with  the  Monthly  Meeting.  If  that  tes- 
Tnony  is  not  sufficient  to  substantiate  what  I  have  above  stated,  I  can, 

necessary,  give  in  evidence  the  proceedings  of  the  Monthly  and  Quar- 
''ly  Meeting,  by  extracts  from  those  meetings,  signed  by  the  clerks 
tspectively. 

Q.  Were  not  those  four  persons  you  have  mentioned  known  to  be 
pposed  to  the  religious  doctrines  promulgated  by  Elias  Hicksf 

A.  They  were  known  to  be  attached  to  that  party  in  the  society,  who 
'tte  endeavouring  to  destroy  the  religious  character  and  standing  of 
"It  upright  and  dignified  minister  of  the  gospel. 
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Q.  How  many  persons  signed  the  remonstrance  of  which  you  hare 
spoken? 

A.  Four,  whose  names  I  have  given. 

Q.  What  were  the  proceedings  of  the  Preparative  Meeting  against 
w^ich  they  remonstrated? 

A.  If  I  am  to  answer  that  question,  I  shall  give  in  evidence  the  re- 
monstrance alluded  to,  which  will  explain  what  their  views  and  meaning 
was,  better  than  I  can  orally. 

Counsel.  We  wish  the  remonstrance,  if  the  witness  has  it. 

Witness.  This  is  the  remonstrance,  and  the  report  of  the  committee: 
it  is,  however,  coupled  with  the  report  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  which 
cannot  well  be  detached:  also,  the  proceedings  and  report  of  the  Qal^ 
terly  Meeting,  held  the  24th  of  Fourth-month,  1828.  By  this  it  will 
appear,  that  at  the  very  time  those  representatives  were  named  and  ob* 
jected  to,  the  Quarterly  Meeting  were  occupied  in  considering  the  appeil 
and  allegations  of  those  Friends. 

Mr.  Brotvn.  I  would  remark  to  the  witness,  that  as  he  had  offered  the 
remonstrance,  we  have  called  for  it:  as  respects  any  other  papers,  it  resti 
with  himself  to  offer  them  or  not. 

Witness.  The  papers  which  relate  to  the  same  subject,  I  had  rather 
should  go  with  the  remonstrance;  I  think  they  ought  to  go  together: 
the  proceedings  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  however,  I  shall  offer  utn 
exhibit. 

The  papers  referred  to  by  the  witness  are  offered  in  evidence;  and  the 
said  remonstrance  is  marked  Exhibit  No.  44^  on  the  part  of  the  said 
Joseph  Hendrickson.  And  the  accompanying  papers,  viz:  the  Report 
of  the  Monthly  Meeting's  Committee,  and  Proceedings  of  the  Quarterij 
Meeting,  are  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  complainant  and 
Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  by  me  Exhibits  B  2  and  C  2  respectively. 

Q.  The  disunity,  then,  of  those  four  persons,  consisted  in  applying  to 
the  Moullily  and  Quarterly  Meetings  for  advice  and  assistance,  in  what 
they  apprehended  to  be  a  case  of  grievance? 

A.  1  think  it  lias  never  I)ecn  customary,  when  any  Friends  are  brought 
before  a  meeting  for  discipline,  either  as  oflenders  or  as  remonstrants, 
that  wliile  that  case  is  pending  before  a  meeting,  they  would  be  consi- 
dered properly  qualified  impartially  to  represent  that  meeting  in  a  supe- 
rior meeting. 

In  reference  to  the  paper  purporting  to  be  the  proceedings  of  the 
Quarterly  Meeting,  marked  as  above  mentioned  Exhibit  C  2,  the  wit- 
ness says,  **  this  is  a  copy  of  the  minute  relatifig  to  this  case.'* 

Q.  When  their  remonstrance  came  before  the  Monthly  and  Quarterlr 
Meetings,  were  there  not  a  number  of  Friends  in  each  of  those  meeting 
who  considered  they  had  good  grounds  for  complaint? 

A.   I  think  that  is  very  probal)le. 

Q.  As  it  appears  by  the  remonstrance  and  minute  exhibited,  that  the 
difference  between  the  remonstrants  and  the  other  members  in  thf 
Monthly  Meeting  was  not  of  a  personal  nature,  but  had  reference  to  dif- 
ferent constructions  put  upon  the  discipline,  or  the  manner  of  its  exercise, 
on  the  principles  you  have  laid  down,  were  not  all  the  members  of  New 
York  Monthly  Meeting  equally  ineligi!)le  as  representatives  from  West- 
bury  Quarterly  Meeting,  to  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  think  not;  because  a  considerable  number,  or  the  greatest  number. 


tied  to  the  s 


— e  anil  judgment  of  the  Monthly  Meeting:  1  may 

herefore  were  mctnbers  in  full  unitf  with  that  botly. 

i  the  clerk  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting;  officially  informed  by  any 

at  those  four  persons  were  in  disunity  with  their  Monthly 

isider  that  he  was  oJfieiaJly  informed,  by  the  production  of  the 
the  Monthly  Meeting  which  is  exhibited,  and  the  case  then 
efore  the  Quarterly  Meeting, 
■e  their  names  mentioned  in  that  minute? 
proceedings  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  were  presented  to  the 
Meeting,  and  of  course  the  remonstrance  wherein  those  names 
d,  hy  which  the  clerk  and  the  meeting  were  fully  informed  as 

■e  those  proceedings,  including  the  remonstrance,  read  in  the 
Meeting? 

re  not  a  distinct  recollection  of  that  circumstance;  whether 
read,  or  only  submitted  to  a  committee. 

.  it  stated  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  as  the  reason  for  rejecting 
es,  that  those  persons  were  in  disunity  with  their  Monthly 
or  under  Iheir  care? 

nk  it  was  distinctly  mentioned  by  an  individual  of  that  meeting, 
persons  so  situated  whose  case  was  then  pending,  could  not 
t  suitable  to  represent  that  meeting  in  the  Yearly  Meeting. 
■e  the  offers  made  by  your  party  to  those  you  called  Orthodox, 
ustment  of  the  property  question,  addressed  to  their  meetings 
;s  of  the  religious  Society  of  Friends,  or  were  they  addressed 
s  persons  called  Orthodox,  and  who  had  separated  from  the 

:ommunication  of  that  kind  was  made  to  any  meeting;  because 
le  considered  as  a  sort  of  acknowledgment  that  they  were  a 
organized  body.  This  we  could  not  admit;  but  always  consi- 
n  as  metitings  set  up  out  of  the  regular  order  and  discipline 
cicty  of  Friends,  and  that  the  propositions  as  respects  pro- 
e  made  to  individuals,  who  were  said  to  compose  such  meet- 
influential  characters  therein,  as  we  apprehended. 
do  not  know  then  that  those  propositions  ever  reached  them, 
mbled  as  meetings? 

as  meetings.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  circumstance. 
>we¥er,  the  exhibit  I  made  yesterday  of  an  epistle  of  a  Meet- 
ferings  so  called,  and  signed  by  Samuel  Parsons,  is  conclusire 
that  those  meetings  were  informed;  as  they  directed  thatmcet- 
ti  they  considered  under  their  control,  should  make  no  com- 
'ith  us  as  regards  property. 

[»ooN.: 

the  meeting  to  which  you  now  belong  given  possession  op  the 
er  of  the  two  meeting  houses,  or  other  property  In  the  ciiy  of 
[,  to  those  you  call  Orthodox? 

consider  that  they  are  always  at  liberty  to  attend  those  mcel- 
ublic  worship,  for  which  they  were  built  and  designed,  whcn- 
may  think  proper. 
irl  from  that,  you  have  given  them  no  possession? 
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Q.  Have  not  those  with  whom  you  ii 
whotn  you  call  Orthodox  in  the  city  of  Ni 

A.  The  number  of  Friends  in  the  city  of  Ntw  York,  being  Tery  lirje 
at  the  time,  about  400  of  which  seceded  from  the  society,  and  held) 
separate  meeting;  it  became  necessary,  as  we  thought,  an  thcpirlcf 
society)  to  designate  distinctly  those  who  were  united  with  ua,  and 
who  had  seceded.     And  in  order  to  relieve  the  Monthly  Meeting  of 
York  from  any  responsibility  for  the  conduct  of  those  who  had  seci 
it  was  thought  necessary  that  the  overseers  should  take  a  list  of 
members,  those  who  were  formerly  members}  wait  upon  them,  w 
quire  of  them  whether  they  wished  to  be  any  longer  considered  u 
bers  of  our  society.     If  upon  their  signifying  ihey  had  no  wish  to  bei 
considered,  they  should  report  the  names  of  such  to  the  Monthly  M( 
ing.  A  minute  was  accordingly  made  (o  that  effect,  intimating  that 
were  no  longer  considered  members  of  our  society.     Yet  upon  theirs 
pressing  a  wish  at  any  time  to  return,  the  Yearly  Meeting.  I  t" 
directed,  that  no  acknowledgment  should  be  exacted  from  them, 
though  this  step  has  been  taken  by  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  New  Tarib 
it  has  not  been  adopted,  as  I  have  understood,  or  any  steps  taken  in  lU 
way,  by  a  great  proportion  of  the  Monthly  Meetings,  constituting  tbit 
Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Was  Che  cause  you  have  assigned  the  only  one  for  disowning  thta! 

A.  1  believe  that  to  have  been  the  cause,  and  as  far  aa  I  have  unitt- 
stood,  the  only  cause. 

Q.  Does  the  discipline  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  city  of  New  Torli 
recognise  such  a  mode  of  disjoining  members  from  the  society? 

A.  When  that  discipline  was  made  and  concluded  on  by  the  Ycirl; 
Meeting,  no  such  state  of  things  as  now  exist,  could  have  been  conlem- 
plated.  But  the  same  power  which  made  the  discipline,  could  at  or 
time  alter  it,  or  adapt  it  to  such  a  slate  of  things,  as  now  exist :  ind 
therefore  the  Yearly  Meeting  made  a  minute  and  sent  it  down  to  all  cbe 
subordinate  meetings,  giving  them  liberty,  (not  enjoining  it,)  for  eack 
Monthly  Meeting  to  act  in  the  way  above  mentioned,  whenever  they  Ul. 
at  liberty  or  disposed  so  to  do. 

Q,  Was  the  minute  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  to  which  you  have  allni 
of  a  dale  anterior  or  subsequent  to  the  act  of  the  New  York  Mont 
Meeting,  disowning  those  members  to  which  you  have  alluded? 

A.  I  rather  think  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  New  York  did  partially 
upon  such  a  minute,  anterior  to  the  conclusion  of  the  Yearly  Meetings 
above  stated:  passing  no  censure  upon  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Ne* 
York  for  acting  in  the  case,  where  no  specific  discipline  adapted  to  tnch 
a  state  of  things,  had  been  concluded  upon  by  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Am  1  to  understand  then,  that  at  the  time  of  the  act  of  the  Ne* 
York  Monthly  Meeting  disowning  those  members,  there  was  no  disci- 
pline of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York  to  sanction  it? 

A.  As  1  remarked  before,  there  was  no  specific  discipline  which  pro- 
vided for  such  a  stale  of  things;  and,  therefore,  the  Monthly  Meelia^  of 
New  York,  in  their  judicial  capacity,  apprehended  they  had  a  right  re 
act  in  such  a  case  in  tlie  manner  Ihey  did:  subject,  however,  to  be  called 
to  an  account,  by  an  appeal  of  members  so  separated,  to  the  Quarterij 
or  Yearly  Meeting,  either  to  scl  aside  or  c      "  .    ■    . 

in  all  cases,  the  persons  lo  whom  this  mi 
were  expressly  informed  of  their  right  lo 


1  such  judgment.  hH 
of  separation  was  givdh 
1  an  appeal. 
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ts  of  New      ^H 


.  Have  not  several  suits  been  commenced  in  dilTerent  parts 

t  by  those  you  call  Friends,  against  those  whom  you  style  Ortho- 

.  I  know  of  none  by  the  approbation  of  any  meeting. 
.   Do  you  know  of  any  with  or  without  such  approbatioti? 
.   There  was  one  commenced  at ''  Purchase,"  by  a  Friend  who  was 
lurer  to  a  school  fund,  belonging,  I  believe,  to  the  Preparative  Meet- 
of  Purchase;  and  which  has  been  already  explained  in  my  evidence 
re  the  present  examiner. 

.  Do  you  know  of  any  other?  if  you  have  knowledge  of  any  other,  I 
I  you  to  slate  it? 

,  There  was  a  case,  I  believe,  which  occurred  at  "Nine  Partners," 
)ucheis  county,  of  a  trustee  who  held  property  belonging  to  the 
ml  at  that  place,  and  under  the  care  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New 
k.  It  appears  that  he  was  the  only  surviving  trustee,  and  without 
inlting  the  Yearly  Meeting,  or  its  committee,  as  I  understood,  but 
DC  instance  of  a  counsellor,  eminent  in  the  law,  he  was  advised  to 
e  a  writ  of  ejectment  against  the  persons  who  were  in  possession  of 
property.  This,  however,  when  it  came  to  the  knowledge  of  Friends 
irally,  met  their  decided  disapprobation;  and  he  was  advised  to  with- 
*  that  writ;  which  I  have  understood,  he  accordingly  did:  as  it  was 
express  and  decided  opinion  of  the  Sleeting  for  Sufferings,  reprc- 
ing  the  Yearly  Meeting,  that  Friends  should  in  no  case  be  plainiiSs 
ny  suit  at  law  for  ihe  recovery  of  any  property,  which  might  be  in 
possession  of  any  of  those  called  Orthodox  Friends.  I  know  of  no 
;r  suits  of  the  kind,  within  the  compass  of  our  Yearly  Meeting. 
.  Although  the  suit  was  withdrawn,  did  not  those  whom  you  call 
nds  lake  possession  of  nearly  all  the  lands  belonging  lo  that  school? 
.  I  believe  they  kept  possession  of  some  of  those  lands  which  had 
lys  been  in  their  possession,  although  very  far  from  its  being  kept 
eaceaUe  possession :  those  of  the  Orthodox  party  having  frequently 
irbed  them  therein. 

.  If  previously  in  possession,  why  institute  an  action  of  ejectment 
ts  recovery? 

.  I  am  speaking  of  part  of  the  lands;  I  believe  the  ejectment  was 
ed,  or  issued  against  those  in  possession  of  the  school-house, — I  am 
particularly  informed  as  it  respects  the  division  of  that  kind  of  pro- 
y,  and  what  part  of  it  the  suit  was  brought  against. 
.  Previously  to  the  commencement  of  the  suit  you  speak  of  in  Put^ 
e  Quarter,  had  not  your  parly  taken  possession  of  nearly  all  the  pro- 
y  of  the  society,  in  that  Quarter? 

.  I  cannot  answer  that  question,  for  want  of  knowledge.  I  presume, 
ever,  that  the  greater  portion  of  the  meeting  houses  in  that  Quarter, 
B  in  possession  of  the  society;  they  never  relintjuished  it.  The  Or- 
lox,  as  I  have  understood,  having  left  them  in  the  peaceable  and 
!t  possession  of  Friends. 

;.  Are  not  the  disownments  of  your  parly  by  those  you  denominate 
hodox,  valid  and  effeclual,  as  respects  all  iheir  meetings,  and  all 
itlngs  in  church  fellowship  with  them? 

^  I  don't  know  that  I  have  any  opinion  to  give  upon  that  subject. 
(■  According  to  the  discipline  and  usages  of  ihe  Society  of  Friends, 
t  not  a  duly  which  specially  devolves  on  the  elders  to  watch  over  and 
isc  ministers,  and  where  any  thing  unsound  or  otherwise  objection 
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able  appears  in  their  ministry,  lo  treat  wilh  anil  ailmoQish  ihem,  as  ihe 
circumstances  of  the  case  may  retjuire? 

A.  Unquestionably  so.  But  always  to  be  done  under  the  influence  of 
christian  forbearance,  lovinj;  kindness,  and  charity. 

Q.  Does  not  the  discipline  of  your  Yearly  Meeting  declare,  tlui 
Monthly  Meetings  are  subordinate  and  accountable  to  Quarterly  Meet- 
ings, and  that  when  a  Quarterly  Meeting  is  dissatisfied  witfi  any  «f  lU 
proceedings  of  its  Monthly  Meetings,  they  arc  to  render  a  full  add  cleir 
account,  when  required; 

A.  My  recollection  does  not  serve  me  as  respects  the  pirliculir 
clause,  which  gives  such  specilic  directions;  if  it  can  be  produced,  I 
should  he  willing  to  see  it.  [A  copy  of  the  discipline  of  New  Tork 
Yearly  Meeting  is  handed  to  the  witness,  when  he  asks  for  the  questioD 
lo  be  again  read,  which  being  done,  he  answers  further.^  There  is  Hcb 
a  clause  in  the  discipline. 

Q.  If  through  weakness  or  unfaithfulness,  a  Monthly  Meeting  shoald 
fail  in  the  support  of  the  discipline,  or  testimonies  of  the  society,  tni 
refuse  to  render  any  account  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  or  to  take  iu 
advice,  would  not  the  latter  meeting  be  hound  to  support  the  lestimooia 
and  discipline  of  the  society  by  laying  down  such  Monthly  Meetiag^ 

A.  This  appears  to  me  to  be  supposing  a  case  that  has  not  occur 
'within  my  memory;  and  therefore  I  cannot  say  how  the  meeting 
act  under  such  circumstances.     If  the  counsel  wishes  by  the  queyjoilll 
ask  my  opinion,  how  I  suppose  tbey  would  act  under  such  circumiUKOiJ 
I  can  give  it  for  what  it  is  worth,  and  no  more. 

Q.  Is  not  the  case  I  have  supposed,  a  possible  case? 

A.   I  allow  it  to  be  a  possible  case. 

Q.  And  should  the  case  exist,  would  not  the  case  1  have  suppoMfl 
naturally  result  from  the  subordination  of  the  one  meeting  to  the  o\bai. 
as  recognised  in  the  discipline? 

A.   As  I  said  before,  I  consider  it  only  a  supposablc  case,  and  m| 
opinion  simply,  I  should  suppose,  would  be  of  no  consequence,  how'"' 
tneeling  ought  to  actj  hut  I  think  it  is  expressly  mentioned  in  th«  " 
pline  that  no  Monthly  Meeting  can  be  laid  down  by  its  Quarterly 
ing,  without  its  consent:  therefore,  whenever  a  Monthly  Mi 
into  such  a  situation,  as  has  been  described,  I  should  suppoi 
lar  course  of  proceeding  would  be,  to  labour  by  acommitteei 
ing  to  restore  it  to  a  state  of  soundness, — if  after  such  lal 
sirable  end  should  not  be  effected,  and  the  Monthly  Mi 
prepared  to  consent  that  it  should  be  discontinued,  in  that  caiS§! 
suppose,  the  Quarterly  Meeting  would  open  the  case  lo  the  Ti 
ing  for  its  advice  and  assistance  in  the  case,  and  not  lay  it  doi 
its  consent,  as  has  been  mentioned. 

Q.  Suppose  after  a  reference  of  the  case  to  the  Yearly  MeetUlgT 
its  advice  and  assistance  obtained,  and  such  additional  labour  bestoi 
upon  the  refractory  Monthly  Meeting  as  should  be  advised  by  the  Yi 
Meeting,  the  Monthly  Meeting  should  still  continue  rcfVactory,  «1 
would  be  the  resuli;  must  the  inferior  or  superior  sul      "    " 

A.  I  cannot  in  my  mind  suppose  such  a  case.     It  is  a  case  which  hi(| 
not  likely  ever  will  take  place  in  the  society.     I  have  never  knowfl* 
a  casej  and  there  is  no  provision  in  the  discipline  to  meet  it  thai  IkV 
of.     This  is  my  answer. 

Q.  You  decline  giving  any  other? 
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jti'i  see  any  other  to  give. 

have  understood  you  rightly,  you  have  stated  that  there  is  a 
ule  of  the  discipline  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  New  York,  against 
wn  a  Monthly  Meeting  without  its  consent:  will  you  have  the 

to  refer  me  to  that  rule? 

s.  I  think  it  is  contained  ia  this  paragraph — [having  the  dis- 

his  hand,  reads}^"  No  Quarterly  Meeting  is  to  be  set  up  or 
jed,  but  by  the  Yearly  Meeting)  no  Monthly  Meeting,  but  by 
;erly  Meetingj" — this  is  the  paragraph  that  I  alluded  to,  page 
discipline. 

at  booic  does  contain  the  discipline  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of 
kf 
,  I  believe  it  does;  [examining  the  book} — I  believe  it  is  the 

d  book  of  discipline  is  ofTcred  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph 
son,  and  marked  Exhibit  No.  45. 

:s  not  the  discipline  of  New  York  Yearly  Meeting, declare  that 
ay  by  their  inconsistent  or  disorderly  conduct,  or  by  inibibing 
ing  principles  and  practices  contrary  to  the  doctrines  which 
have  first  openly  manifested  their  disunity  with  the  society,  it 
1  requisite,  that  after  endeavouring  to  restore  them  without  ef- 
lody  should  testify  its  disunity  with  such  erring  and  refractory 
;  at  the  same  time  earnestly  desiring  that  they  may  be  convinced 
or  of  their  ways,  and  that  thrpugh  unfeigned  repentance  and  a 

and  orderly  conduct  in  future,  they  may  be  reunited;  this  be- 
most  extent  of  our  discipline  respecting  offenders,  it  is  very 
at  from  the  right  exercise  thereof,  no  degree  of  persecution  or 
D  can  be  justly  inferred,  for  the  imposition  would  rest  entirely 
rl  of  those  who  might  insist  upon  being  retained  as  members 
Qpen  variance  with  the  body,  either  in  principle  or  practice?" 
knowledge  there  is  such  a  clause  in  the  introduction  to  the  dis- 
Mew  York  Yearly  Meeting;  and  if  it  would  be  any  satisfaction, 
:te  with  it,  as  1  understand  it. 

e  paper  marked  Exhibit  X,  being  a  statement  of  numbers,  Bee. 
irn  the  witness.]  Is  this  in  your  handwriting? 
t  except  those  figures  at  the  bottom,  where  they  are  summed 
I't  know  whose  that  is. 
ink  you  stated  that  paper  as  containing  the  rtsult  of  certain  re- 

as  a  copy  of  the  reports.     I  think  you  made  that  discrimina- 

you  any  further  knowledge  in  respect  to  the  relative  numbers 
ptiea  styled  by  you  Orthodox  and  Friends  respectively,  than 
collected  from  those  reports? 
ive  no  other  knowledge  that  can  be  depended  on. 

e  you  any  other  knowledge  of  the  principles  upon  which  those 
were  made,  and  the  sources  from  which  the  several  commit- 
ed  their  information,  than  what  is  contained  in  those  reportsP 
ve  none.  The  documents  are  in  my  possession  as  clerk  of  the 
sr  Sufferings,  from  which  this  result  was  taken. 
insel  for  Joseph  Hendrickson  rests  the  cross-examination;  and 
;  over  the  testimony  to  the  witness,  he  makes  the  following  ex- 

:ner  answer,  I  quoted  from  page  1 1  of  the  New  York  discipline 
:  "  No  Quarterly  Meeting  is  to  be  set  up  or  discontinued,  but  by 


283 

the  Yearly  Meeting;  no  Monthly  Meeting,  but  by  the  Quarterly  meeting. " 
I  wish  to  add,  that  the  term  '*  diiconlinued,"  used  in  this  paragraph 
quoted,  is  as  applicable  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  as  to  ihe  Quarterly  Meet- 
ing. This  has  always  been  *ery  clear  to  my  mind.  Further  this  affirm- 
ant saith  not.  John  Babbow. 

Affirmed  as  aroresaid,  and  subscribed  at  the  house  of  Willij 
way,  in  Camden,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  this  twenty-fifth  dtfol 
March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirly-one.     Before  me, 

J.  J.  FOSTBH, 
Master  and  Examiner. 

Adjourned  until  Tuesday  next  at  10  o'clock,  A.  M. 

Tuesday  morning,  March  39th,  1831,  at  10  o'clock.  Examitiitioai  J 
continued.  Present  Mr.  Price,  of  counsel  with  complainant  and  Sticf  I 
Decow,  and  Jeremiah  H.  Sloan,  for  Hcndrickson. 

',  H.  UuBR,  of  Philadelphia,  a  witness  produced  on  the  paR« 
mplainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  alleging  himself  to  be  cooscientiouiln 
scrupulous  of  taking  an  oath,  and  being  duly  affirmed  according  to  liln^ 
on  his  solemn  affirmation  declarelh  and  aaith: 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.   What  is  your  age? 

Answer.  Thirty-eight  or  thirty-nine,  I  cannot  stale  positively,  witbsvl  I 
referring  to  the  record.  | 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  count  of  those  Friends  who  attended  the  Yeiri;  | 
Meeting,  on  the  second  Second-day  of  Fourih-month,  1828;  and  if  ift  | 
state  the  numbers  that  attended? 

A.  I  did  count  them  at  two  or  three  of  their  sittings  during  the  week,  j 
but  not  commencing  with  that  day,  in  relation  to  the  count,  b&t  on  | 
Third-day.  They  commenced  on  the  time  mentioned  by  the  cottnwii  i 
but  I  was  not  enabled  to  count  them,  in  consequence  of  the  ■torm,  ud  I 
both  of  the  gales  for  a  short  period  being  open  at  the  same  iime,wtbit  I 
1  did  not  finish  the  count.  I  did,  however,  during  the  week,  connltiie  I 
numbers  at  four  of  the  sittings.  The  average  number  amounted  U)  aboit  1 
1,150.  There  was  one  or  two  sittings,  at  which  there  were  apwatdtof  I 
1,200.  ■ 

Q.  Of  males  do  you  speak? 

A.  Of  course,  as  I  am  speaking  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  wh^ 
to  them.  And  at  one  of  the  sittings  there  were  about  1, 100.  \ 
count  them  at  a  later  period  than  Fifth-day  afternoon  of  that  % 

Q,  When  you  counted  them,  did  they  pass  through  but  one^ 

A.  But  one  galej  or  at  least  I  had  no  means  of  ascertaining  wbe 
Wit  back  gate  was  open  at  the  lime,  excepting  in  the  instance  I  have])!! 
viously  mentioned,  as  ihe  meeting  house  obstructed  the  view,  «idlrt*| 
dersiood  it  was  not  opened ;  and  the  committee  was  placed  at  the  w(*tw 
gate.  There  were  two  carriage  loads  of  Friends  that  came  in  U  itel 
north  gate,  which  is  in  full  view  of  the  other;  those  Friends  wert  to-| 
eluded  in  the  number, 

Q.  Whether  that  was  entered  o 
enter? 

A.  Of  course;  that  is  what  1  staled.  _ 

Q.  Did  you  count  those  who  assembled  on  ihe  third  Second-dlTwl 
Fourlh-monlh,  1828,  to  hold  what  they  called  a  Yearly  Meeting?  iiiJ«  I 
so,  state  the  numbers.  Ji 

A.  I  did  number  themj  number  those  Friends  who  assembled  l^\ 


I,  you  only  counted  what  you  »'  bh 
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If  early  Meeting  al  ihe  Arch  street  meeting:  house  at  that  period,  at  three 

if  iheir  sittings  during  that  weekj  in  company  with  another  person  at 

;wo  of  those  sillingsj  and  in  company  with  two  or  three  persons,  at  one 

Jthcr.     They  numbered  on  the  fiist  day  of  the  mceUng,  seven  hundred  ] 

md  near  fifty  in  the  morning,  and  about  seven  hundred  and  sixty  in  the 

ifternoon:  and  on  another  sitting,  on  another  day  vrhich  1  do  not  recol- 

ect,  the  number  was  eight  hundred  and  thirty-one,  I  think.     They  were 

:ounled  by  some  others  at  different  times  during  the  week,  but  1  cannot 

itate  further  than  from  general  report,  and  therefore  do  not  think  proper 

;o  give  it  unless  requested;  though  I  have  no  doubt  as  to  the  estimate. 

Q.  On  any  one  or  more  of  those  occasions,  was  your  count  tested  and  > 

:onfirmed  by  one  of  the  Orlhodos  party? 

A.  One  of  those  persons  who  assisted,  as  I  have  previously  atatedi 
jirafessed  to  be  favourable  to  the  Friends  who  assembled  at  Arch  street; 
lut  I  think  he  informed  me  that  he  was  not  a  member;  and  I  am  aware 
hat  he  is  not,  from  what  I  have  since  understood.  There  was  one  Friend, 
1  member  of  that  meeting  held  at  Arch  street,  who  stated,  on  viewing 
Jiem  in  the  meeting,  and  endeavouring  to  number  them  himself,  that  he 
ras  under  the  impression  that  the  count  was  substantially  correct:  and 
mother  Friend,  who  belongs  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  first  named,  stated 
he  same.  And  I  will  also  observe,  that  the  Friends  who  attended  both 
hose  meetings,  were  very  respectable  bodies;  and  it  is  cause  of  regret  i 

o  myself,  and  I  have  no  doubt,  to  thousands  who  are  not  members  of  | 

ither  of  these  meetings,  that  any  thing  should  have  occurred,  or  has  i 

occurred,  to  interrupt  the  former  harmony  wfiich  subsisted  among  them:  .1 

tnd  I  t.m  not  without  a  hope  that  the  time  may  come  when  they  will  be  ,^ 

tifniled.     There  are  many  Friends  on  both  sides  of  the  question,  for 
vhoin  1  entertain  sincere  respect. 

Q.  Did  there  appear  to  be  the  usual  proportion  of  elderly  and  cou- 
&tent  Friends  entering  at  the  meeting  you  have  first  spoken  of,  held  at  | 

Green  streeiP  ' 

A.  Yes,  as  is  usual  at  the  Yearly  Meeting;  I  allude  to  both  meetings; 
(i  was  the  same  at  both.    Further  this  affirmant  saith  not, 

Geo.  H.  Burr. 

Affirmed  and  subscribed  at  the  house  of  William  Ridgway,  at  Camden, 
4b  the  county  of  Gloucester,  the  29th  day  of  March,  1831,  coram, 

J.  J.  FoSTEB,     . 

Ma»Ur  and  Examiner,        a    - 

JosiAB  Gaskill,  a  witness  produced  on  the  part  of  the  complainant  V,  X/^4> 
•Oil  Stacy  iJecow,  alleging  himself  to  be  conscientiously  scrupulous  nt'l 
tiling  an  oath,  and  being  duly  affirmed  according  to  law,  on  his  solemnt' 
■Grmation  dcclarcth  and  saith:— 

Q.  What  is  your  age? 

A.  I  am  a  little  turned  of  forty-six,  I  believe. 

Q.  Arc  you  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends ;  and  how  long  have 
JOB  been  so? 

A.  I  am,  and  have  been  from  my  birth. 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  there  was  a  separation  from  the  Burlington 
jVwrtcrly  Meeting;  and  if  so,  did  the  greater  part  of  the  meeting  decide 
^  adjourn  without  doing  its  business;  or  did  the  greater  part  decide  to 
coDliuue  the  silting  of  the  meeting? 

A.  1  was  present  when  that  separation  took  place,  of  considerable  the 
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smallest  port  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting.  After  they  had  concluded  U> 
separate,  and  sent  a  Friend  into  the  women's  meeting,  to  inform  them  of 
what  they  had  concluded  on,  it  was  thought  proper  by  (hose  which  wa 
opposed  to  the  separation,  or  to  the  adjournment,  that  there  should  some 
Frienda  be  sent  in  to  inform  the  women,  likewise;  and  I  was  named,  wltk 
another  Friend,  to  take  the  message  to  the  women's  meeting;  and  wbob; 
we  gol  near  the  door,  some  Friend  observed,  he  thought  we  ought  not 
lo  go;  and  we  stopped  and  observed,  that  we  had  no  wish  to  go,  unless 
it  was  the  wish  of  the  meeting;  which  caused  a  pretty  general  expreMiOB 
in  favour  of  our  going.  We  accordingly  went  in:  soon  after  we  retumedi 
those  that  had  been  in  favour  of  the  adjournment,  went  out  and  left  ufc 

Q.  Did  there  take  place  a  separation  from  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meet- 
ing; and  if  so,  when,  and  in  whatnianner? 

A.  There  did  a  separation  take  place  in  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting 
in  Tenth-month,  ISHT.  In  Eighth-month  there  was  a  certificate  requcslrf 
for  a  member,  lo  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street,  which  there  were 
some  objections  made  to,  and  the  request  was  withdrawn.  In  Ninth- 
month  the  application  was  renewed,  and  objected  to,  as  before.  It  wai 
stated  by  some  Friends,  that  they  had  a  doubt  whether  there  was  such 
a  meeting  in  unity  with  Friends.  1  think  it  was  stated  by  a  Friend  who 
had  been  lo  New  York  and  just  returned,  and  who  had  attended  a  Monthlf 
Meeting  there,  and  heard  a  certificate  read,  and  it  was  receired  froB 
Green  street  Monthly  Meeting;  and  Friends  being  satisfied  that  that 
was  such  a  Monthly  Meeting,  was  desirous  that  there  should  be  s  com- 
mittee appointed  to  prepare  a  certificate;  but  the  clerk  not  being  willing 
to  take  the  sense  of  the  meeting,  it  was  stated  by  some  Friend,  that  then' 
had  better  be  a  Friend  appointed  that  would  serve  the  meeting :  accDf^ 
ingly,  there  was  a  Friend's  name  mentioned,  and  united  with,byB  greit 
number  of  Friends;  and  after  being  requested  several  times  lo  go  to  ibc 
table,  he  consented  to  go;  and  while  on  his  feet,  and  just  as  he  wuabont 
to  start  lo  go  to  the  lable,  the  clerk  got  up,  and  read  a  closing  minute; 
and  as  near  as  my  memory  serves  me,  there  was  about  one-third  of  the 
meeting  went  out,  and  the  remainder  continued  together,  and  fiaished 
the  business  of  the  meeting. 

Q.  Was  the  Friend  called  u|)on  to  act  as  clerk,  Jediah  Middleion? 

A.  Yes.  In  Tenth-month  we  all  met  together,  and,  1  think,  pari  of  t 
committee  that  were  appointed  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827.  Wh« 
Jediah  Middleton  rose  to  open  the  meeting  of  business,  it  was  objected 
lo  by  one  Friend.  He  stated  that  he  had  no  wish  to  serve  the  raeedD| 
'  in  that  capacity,  unless  it  was  iheir  wish,  which  there  was  a  number  « 
expressions  given  in  favour  of  his  acting  as  clerk.  I  should  havesud 
a  large  number.  After  a  little  while  Friends  was  permitted  lo  go  <* 
with  ihe  business — and  after  Ihey  got  through,  our  friends  thai  we» 
opposed  to  us,  commenced  theirs;  but  not  feeling  satisfied  to  go  on  with 
their  business,  they  adjourned  till  next  day.  In  Eleventh-month  wenU 
all  together,  and  to  prevent  unpleasant  feelings.  Friends  gare  up  fof 
them  to  do  their  business  first,  which  they  did,  and  then  went  off  tii 
left  us.  .  J        . 

Q.   And  did  you  continue  to  do  your  business  ? 

A.  Yes.  We  continued  lo  do  ours.  In  Twelfth-month  it  was  ito  i 
same  way.  They  done  their  business;  and  then  we  done  ours.  In  First* 
month  we  all  met  as  usual,  and  they  stated  that  they  could  not  go  oit 
with  their  business,  owing  to  some  Friend  or  Friends  being  present thit 
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t  a  ri^ht.  FricTida  not  knowinE  of  any  such  being  present,  stated 
ay  iid  not  know  of  any  being  present  of  that  description.  It  was 
ated  that  it  was  one  or  two,  and  I  don't  recollect  which,  now, 
Ireen  street  Monthly  Meeting,  who  were  under  dealing  in  the 
(leeting.  Friends  were  satisfied  with  their  sitting  in  the  meet- 
iftcr  some  considera"ble  time,  they  concluded  to  adjourn  to  the 
g  of  Sarah  Chapman,  in  the  township  of  Nottingham. 
Vho  did  > 

)nr  opposing  friends.     Which  house  they  had  prepared,  as  was 
a  the  meeting  by  a  Friend  the  day  before.   They  then  left  us,  and 
inlinued  so  ever  since;  not  in  the  same  house, 
lut  separated  from  you? 

cs — they  have  continued  separated  from  usj  but  have  not  met  in 
le  house  ever  since.  They  having  the  clerk  with  them,  they  took 
ka  and  papers  with  them. 

ave  Friends  ever  since  continued  to  hold  a  Monthly  Meeting  at 
al  time  and  place,  and  in  the  usual  order  of  society? 
es.  And  have  received  the  reports  from  all  the  Preparative 
ja  belonging  to  that  Monthly  Meeting,  except  one.  There  was 
ler  meeting  which  did  not  send  its  reports  for  some  lime,  hut 
now.     The  other  is  a  very  small  meeting  when  they  are  all  to- 

efore  the  Orthodox  party  left  the  house  in  which  Chesterfield 
f  Meeting  is  held,  did  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  send  its 
to  them,  or  to  the  regular  Monthly  Meeting  of  which  Jediah 
on  was  clerk  ? 

he  reports  went  up  in  Eleventh-month,  to  the  Monthly  Meeting 
h  Jediah  Middleton  was  clerk;  and  if  I  recollect  right,  there  were 
rM  or  accounts  that  required  to  be  sent  up  to  the  Monthly  Meet* 
U  Eleventh-month,  from  the  Preparative  Meeting, 
as  Jediah  Middleton  been  clerk  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meet- 
r  since  his  being  called  to  the  table  in  Ninth-month,  1827? 
6. 

iU  when  did  he  continue  clerk  ? 

think  he  continued  clerk  for  better  than  a  year — I  don't  recol- 
ct  the  time;  may  be  two  years — when  he  wished  to  be  released; 
Ugly  he  was,  and  Aaron  Belange  was  appointed  in  his  stead. 
Tm  there  a  committee  appointed  at  the  meeting  held  in  Ninth* 
1837,  to  consider  of  a  suitable  person  for  clerk;  and  how,  and 
d  they  report  ? 

think  there  was ;  and  they  reported  in  Tenth-month  the  name  of 
Middleton,  which  was  united  with  by  the  meeting, 
^u  David  Clark  also  in  attendance  at  an  unusually  early  hour  at 
ting  of  Tenth-month. 

e»— he  was  there,  somewhere  about  an  hour,  I  should  say,  before 
d  time  of  gathering. 

^hat  are  the  numbers  of  the  respective  parties,  who  belonged  to 
uhly  Meeting  of  Chesterfield,  at  the  time  of  the  separation  ? 
don't  know  that  I  can  answer  that  (]uestion  correctly.  I  never 
I  estimate  myself.  I  think  the  whole  is  about  one  hundred  and 
I  seventy-three  of  them  are  Friends.  I  am  not  certain  whether 
the  Preparative  Meeting's  number,  or  the  Monthly  Meeting's 
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Q.  Was  there  a  aeparation  from  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  Che3tc> 
field,  and  if  so,  stale  when,  and  under  what  circumstances^ 

A.  In  Tenth-month,  1 827,  if  I  remember  right,  there  were  a  commil> 
tee,  as  they  stated,  (the  Orihodos,)  that  was  appointed  in  the  Quarlcrlj 
Meeting  at  ISurlington,  that  separated  from  the  Quarterly  Meeting  ihu 
was  held  at  Chesterfield,  and  a  committee  that  was  appointed  in  the 
Monthly  Meeting  that  was  held  at  the  house  of  Sarah  Chapmajit  attend- 
ed; and  when  the  clerk  had  opened  the  meeting  for  business,  be  wtt 
asked  by  one  of  the  committee  if  he  was  acting  for  Chesterfield  Prepara- 
tive Meeting,  which  was  subordinate  to  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting^, 
in  conjunction  with  Burlington  Quarter.  I  think  he  observed  that  it' 
acted  for  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting,  that  was  subordinate  U 
Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting,  or  words  to  that  effect.  There  was  fery 
little  more  said— and  they  stated  that  they  could  not  countenance  such 
proceedings,  and  had  better  adjourn,  which  they  accordingly  did,  to  the 
house  of  Martha  Forsyth,  in  Nottingham. 

Q.  Was  there  any  minute  made  of  that  adjournment? 

A.   Not  in  the  meeting. 

Q.  Was  it  usual  for  that  meeting  to  keep  records,  and  enter  a  closing 
minute  of  adjournment,  in  the  same  manner  as  is  usual  in  Moathlj  wl 
Quarterly  Meetings? 

A.  It  has  been  practised  at  that  Preparative  Meeting  for  a  great  nnj 
years,  to  keep  a  record  of  its  proceedings,  and  making  minutes  of  ad- 
joitrnments  as  in  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meetings. 

Q.  Proceed  in  the  answer  I  interrupted  you  in? 

A.  In  Eleventh  and  Twelfth-months  our  opposing  Friends  met  with 
us;  and  in  First-month,  1828,  when  it  was  time  to  proceed  to  busineta, 
one  of  them  observed,  he  thought  it  was  seasonable  to  close  the  shtitten; 
(that  is,  the  shutters  between  the  men's  and  women's  meetings,)  and  ai 
soon  as  it  was  done,  he,  with  a  little  company,  withdrew,  as  we  under- 
stood, to  the  house  of  Martha  Forsyth,  and  they  have  continued  separate, 
First-day  and  week-day  in  a  meeting  capacity,  ever  since.  I  may  be  a 
little  too  fast  in  saying  so  of  the  First-day  meeting,  ever  since)  fi>r  tl 
might  have  been  a  short  time  after  that,  when  they  separated  tram  the 
Firat-day  meeting;  but  it  was  not  long  afterwards. 

^NOON.J 

Witness.   Before  proceeding  any  further,  I  wish  to  correct  a 
in  my  answer  this  forenoon,  respecting  the  separation  from  tlie 
rative  Meeting  of  Chesterfield^— 1  commenced  that  answer  by  u] 
••In  Tenth-month,  1837,"  &c;  I  should  have  said,  in  Twelftli-ii 
18'27,  the  two  committees  I  then  spoke  of,  attended. 

Q.  Either  in  Tweifth-monih,  1827,  or  First-month,  1838,  did 
who  separated,  make  any  minute  of  adjoummentf 

A.  No:  in  neither;  not  in  the  meeting. 

Q.   Who  was  clerk  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Mcctinc'  at  thi/t 

A.  James  Brown. 

Q.  When  was  he  appointed,  and  for  what  time? 

A-  He  was  appointed,  if  I  remember  right,  in  EighIh•moBt]^ 
for  one  year}  which  is  the  usual  lime  of  appointing  clerks  for. 

-Q.  Has  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  continued  to  ncel 
regular  time  and  place,  and  conduct  its  business  in  the  usual  o. 
society  since,  as  before  the  separation? 
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a  difference. 

I  list  of  its  members,  and  also 


A.  Vest  I  have  s 

Q.    Can  yau  furnish  s 
'which  separated? 

A.  I  have  a  list  of  the  names  of  all,  except  the  children;  of  them  I 
have  only  the  number. 

Q.  So  far  as  your  acquaintance  with  the  members  goes,  do  those  lists 
appear  to  be  correct? 

A.  As  far  as  I  am  acquainted  with  the  members,  they  are. 

The  lists  spoken  of  by  the  witness  are  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part 
of  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  and  mai-ked  Exhibit  D  3,  and 
E3. 

Q,  When  you  slated  the  numbers  of  the  Chesterfield  Honthly  Meet- 
ing, did  you  mean  to  include  male  adults  only? 

A,  That  was  all  1  had  reference  to. 

Q.  After  those  who  separated  left  the  Preparative  Meeting,  did  the 
Preparative  Meeting  of  Chesterfield  proceed  at  the  usual  time  to  appoint 
trustees  of  the  school-fund? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  State  when,  and  refer  to  the  minute? 

A.  In  First-month,  1828. 

Q.  Is  this  the  minute  upon  that  subject,  of  that  Preparative  Meeting^ 
[banding  the  witness  a  book  of  minutes.] 

A.  This  is  the  minute  respecting  the  settling  with  the  treasurer  for 
1B27;  and  the  following  raiuute  is  the  minute  of  the  appointment  of  the 
new  ones. 

Q.  New  trustees? 

A.  Part  of  ihem  were  new  ones;  some  of  the  old  were  reappointed. 
It  was  the  practice  of  that  meeting  to  appoint  their  trustees  in  First- 
nonth  of  every  year. 

Q.  Was  the  appointment  of  trustees  made  in  the  usual  way  in  1838, 
ni  each  vear  since? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  Stacy  Decow  appointed  treasurer  to  the  Cbestei-field  Prepa- 
rative Meeting  school-fund;  and  if  so,  when? 

A.  He  was  appointed  in  First-month,  1828,  and  re(|Uestcd  to  call  on 
Joseph  Hendrickson  for  the  obligations,  and  monies,  and  such  otlier 

Fapers  as  belonged  to  the  Preparative  Meeting;  and  there  was  a  Friend, 
don't  recollect  the  name  now,  with  myself,  appointed  to  go  with  him; 
*Uch  we  did ;  but  he  refused  to  give  tliem  up. 

I  that  book  the  Preparative  Meeting's  minutes,  and  have  you  the 
•  records  of  that  meeting ;  if  so,  please  exhibit  them? 

This  is  the  book  o(  minutes  of  that  Preparative  Meeting ;  and  here 
'  ree  others,  also  minutes  of  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  Chesterfield. 
I  said  books  of  minutes  are  offered  in  evidence  on  the  pan  of  the 
and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  by  me  Exhibits  F  3,  G  2, 
,  I  2,  respectively. 
\  Dothose  trustees  of  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting,  and 
'e  they,  ever  since  the  separation,  continued  to  perform  their  duties 
cspect  to  their  trust,  as  before  the  separation? 
I  believe  they  have. 
Have  they  a  teacher  employed  as  before? 

Yes;  and  have  had  nearly  all  the  time  ever  since  the  separation. 
«•  Has  their  teacher  been  employed  in  the  same  manner,  and  for  the 
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'  lamc  purposes,  and  with  the  same  views  to  compensation  out  of  k  tfit* 
tion  of  the  income  of  ihe  Preparative  Meeting's  school-fund,  as  benn 
the  separation? 

A.  I  believe  that  the  teacher  iias  been  employed  in  the  same  maDMri 
and  with  the  same  care,  in  the  expectation  of  being  compensated  in  pari 
from  the  school-fund. 

Q.  Have  thoscwho  have  separated  Icept  up  a  school,  under  what  thcf 
call  their  Preparative  Meeting  of  Chesterfield? 

A.  Not  that  I  ever  heard  of.  The  first  Second-day  of  Second-month, 
1828,  was  the  lime  appointed  for  the  trustees  to  attend  the  school.  I 
being  one  of  the  trustees  for  that  year,  attended  the  school  on  that  day, 
I  think;  and  if  I  remember  right,  there  were  seven  Friends  attended, 
and  seven  of  our  Orthodox  Friends ;  and  after  the  school  was  dismissed, 
they  informed  the  teacher  in  our  presence,  that  they  should  no  longer 
consider  him  the  teacher  of  that  school,  after  the  expiration  of  that 
quarter.  He  replied  to  them  that  he  did  not  consider  them  the  regnltr 
trustees  of  Chesterfield  school,  for  he  was  present  in  the  Preparaliie 
Meeting  when  others  were  appointed;  and  they  never  attended  there, 
nor  have  taken  no  charge  of  the  school,  that  ever  I  have  understood, 
from  that  time  to  this.  When  the  master's  or  teacher's  time  expirtd. 
we  engaged  him  for  another  year. 

Q.  Has  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  the  exclusive  interett 
in,  and  control  over,  this  school  fund,' for  the  purpose  of  fulfilling  tbe 
trust  contained  in  the  original  subscription? 

A.   It  has  always  been  considered  so. 

Q.  Has  the  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting  on  anyoccasion  declined  iv 
exercise  a  control  in  respect  to  that  fundf 

A.  That  I  must  refer  to  the  records.  On  examining  the  minutes  of 
Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting,  under  date  of  4th  of  Ninth-month,  I7M, 
the  following  minute  ts  found,  viz.  "  Trenton  Preparative  Meeting  pro- 
posed to  this  meeting  for  consideration,  whether  it  might  not  be  riflii 
to  have  a  division  of  the  fund  that  has  been  established  for  a  school  ia 
and  by  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  Chesterfield ;  which  after  contiden- 
tion,  the  following  Friends  were  appointed,  to  wit,  Benjamin  Clark,  Jo- 
seph Horner,  Joshua  Bunting,  Benjamin  Linton,  Robert  White,  Join 
Taylor,  and  Samuel  Craft,  to  report  their  sense  thereon  to  next  meeting." 
And  under  date  of  2nd  of  Tenth-month,  1798,  in  the  same  records,  ii  the 
following  minute,  "  the  committee  appointed  to  consider  the  proprielf 
of  a  division  of  the  fund  established  for  a  school  at  Chesterfield  Prepsr*- 
tive  Meeting,  agreeably  to  the  request  of  the  Preparative  Meeting  »t 
Trenton,  produced  the  following  report  in  writing,  to  wit,  '  we  thecoa- 
mittee  appointed  by  the  Monthly  Meeting  to  consider  the  request  fnn 
Trenton  Preparative  Meeting,  respecting  the  division  of  the  fund  for  tk 
support  of  a  school  in  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  Chesterfield,  Vt<i 
the  mind  that  the  Monthly  Meeting  hath  no  power  to  divide  any  p»rto( 
the  subscription  thereof;  yet  we  advise  Friends  of  Chesterfield  to  conit 
der  them  when  they  may  open  a  fund  for  the  support  of  a  school,  agrt^ 
ably  to  the  direction  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,'  (signed  by  said  comntiltMi) 
which  being  twice  read,  was  approved." 

Q,  Can  you  give  a  statement  of  whom  among  the  members  of  cilW 
meeting,  claiming  lo  be  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting,  are  ongii*' 
subscribers,  and  their  descendants,  to  the  school  fund  of  Chesterfidi! 
PreparativeMeetingf  ^ 
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A.  I  have  a  list  of  the  original  subscribers,  to  the  school  fund  of 
ChcBtcriiL-kl  Preparaiive  Meeting.  This  is  a  copy  of  the  list  of  original 
«ubBcril»crs,  and  a  list  of  the  immbcr  of  those  that  were  living  at  the  lime 
of  the  diviaion,  and  the  number  of  the  children  of  each  party  of  those  of 
them  that  were  deceased:  with  the  amount  of  the  money  subscribed  by 
each  one. 

The  paper  spoken  of,  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
plainant and  Stacy  Oecow,  and  marked  by  me  Exhibit  X  S.— [See  Ap- 
pendix.] 

Q,  Are  all  subscriptions  or  payments  for  the  meetings  of  the  Society 
of  I'riends  entirely  voluntary  on  the  part  of  the  members? 

A.  Yes. 

On  reading  ovei-  the  testimony,  the  witness  adds,  I  would  wish  fur- 
ther to  correct  my  answer,  this  foi'enoon,  relative  lo  the  separation  from 
Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  thing 
said  about  adjourning;  tUey  said  they  ■'  could  not  countenance  such  pro- 
ceedings," and  then  went  ofT  and  left  us. 

And  the  said  Josiah  Gaskill  being  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Jo- 
seph Hendrickson,  further  eaith,  viz: 

Question  by  Mr.  Sloan.  How  long  previous  to  the  separation  spoken 
of,  had  you  been  a  diligent  attendant,  and  actively  engaged  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  duties  of  meetings  for  discipline? 
A.  I  am  sure  1  can't  idl ;  it  was  a  number  of  years. 
Q.  When  did  the  separation  in  the  Burlington  Quarter  take  place? 
A.  I  think  it  was  in  Eleventh-month,  1S27. 

Q.  Did  you  at  the  time  make  any  compulation  of  the  numbers  of  those 
who  adjourned  and  left  the  meeting  house,  and  those  who  remained,  re- 
spectively, at  the  time  of  that  adjournmentF 

A.  I  did  not  count  either;  but  from  what  staid  in  the  meeting  and  re- 
turned after  they  had  adjourned,  there  was  no  doubt  on  my  mind,  but 
what  there  was  somewhere  near  two-thirds  left. 

Q.  At  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Chesterfield,  held  In  Ninth-month,  was 
not  the  meeting  informed  by  a  respectable  Friend,  that  he  had  himself 
been  present  at  the  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting  of  which  Green 
street  was  a  member,  when  that  meetiug  had  been  laid  down  as  a  Month- 
ly Meeting,  by  its  Quarter? 
B      A.  There  was  something  said  by  a  Friend  on  that  subject;  and  there 
t  '«  something  said  by  another  Friend,  if  1  remember  right,  with  re- 
B  Bpect  to  its  beiog  attached  to  Abington  Quarter:  and  Friends  being  fully 
"  laiisfied  that  no  Quarterly  Meeting  could  lay  down  a  Monthly  Meeting 
■_    »ilhoutita  consent,  and  was  well  satisfied  that  Philadelphia  Quarter  had 
never  the  consent  of  Green  street,  or  the  Friends  of  Green  street  Month- 
ly Meeting,  to  lay  it  down,  therefore  it  could  not  be  done. 

Q.  Under  the  discipline  of  the  society,  is  not  a  Monthly  Meeting  sub- 
ordinate to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  of  which  it  is  a  member,  and  account- 
'J   able  to  it  for  the  regularity  of  its  proceedings  in  the  order  of  society? 
I        A.  In   the  peace  and  harmony  of  the  society.  Monthly  Meetings  ac- 
'    cording  to  my  apprehension,  are  in  tome  meoMre,  subordinate  to  Quar- 
terly Meetings. 

Q.   Is  there  any  case  mentioned,  or  prescribed  by  the  discipline  in 
which  that  subort^nation  should  cease? 
A.   I  don't  know  that  there  is.    Discipline,  or  whether  discipline  was 
Vol.  U 37 
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formed,  I  have  no  idea  ihat  they  who  formet!  il,  ever  thougliiofgui 
ing  against  such  proceedings  as  have  been  in  ihe  sociely  since  1837. 
Q.  If  an  int'erioi-  meeting  conceives  itself  to  be  aggrieved  by  the 
cision  of  its  superior  meeiing,  touching  lis  proceedings,  does  not  tfec 
discipline  prescribe  the  mode  of  redress,  by  giving  an  appeal  from  sock 


A.  I  don't  know  that  1  know  the  words  of  the  diacipllncj'but  if  I 
dcrstand  il,  it  leaves  it  at  ils  option  to  appeal  or  not  to  appeal. 

Q.  Under  the  discipline  ihen,  if  the  i-iglit  of  appeal  is  not  exerc!sed| 
is  not  the  inferior  meeiing  lo  submit  to  the  decision  of  the  superior; 

A.  As  I  stated  before,  in  the  harmonious  state  of  society,  it  vrould  be 
considered  so. 

Q.  Was  il  slated,  or  pretended,  in  the  meeting  alluded  lo,  at  Cbtltt^ 
field,  thai  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting  had  been  united  to  AbinglM 
Quarter,  with  the  consent  and  approbation  of  the  Philadelphia  Quarter 
to  which  il  had  been  atiachcil^ 

A.  I  don't  think  Lhere  was  any  thing  said  about  that;  and  as  I  itiie^ 
I  don't  know  that  my  recollection  is  correct,  with  respect  to  that  being 
the  time  that  it  was  mentioned  that  Green  street  Monthly  Meeiing  n> 
attached  to  Abinglon  Quarter:  if  it  was,  I  have  no  recollection  of  inf 
thing  being  stated,  with  respect  to  the  consent  of  Philadelphia  Quaner, 

Q.  Would  it  be  regular,  under  the  discipline,  to  grant  a  certificiU 
to  a  Monthly  Mecliiig,  which  liad  been  regularly  laid  down  by  itsQnu- 
tcr? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Under  the  discipline,  has  one  Quarterly  or  Monthly  Meeting, 
right  to  review  the  proceedings  of  another  Quarterly  or  Monthly  Meet- 
ing, and  to  aflirm  or  annul  decisions  come  to  by  them! 

A.   I  don't  think  they  have. 

Q.  What  other  business  was  transacted  at  the  meeting  8pok«l  <>f| 
after  Jcdiah  Middlcton  was  called  to  the  table,  besides  the  minUe tl- 
luded  to? 

A.  I  think  there  was  a  committee  appointed  to  think  of  and  brinf 
forward  the  name  of  some  Friend  to  serve  that  meeting  as  clerk,  iwl 
also  one  to  assist  him.     I  don't  recollect  of  any  other-     There  w»i  I 
committee  also  appointed  to  prepare  the  certilicate  of  the  member 
Green  street. 

Q.  Had  the  period  for  which  David  Clark  had  been  appointetl  clefkt 
expired?  ' 

A.  No,  I  don't  apprehend  it  hatt.  It  was  not  on  that  ground  th»tit 
was  necessary  to  appoint  a  new  one;  but  because  he  certainly  did  negleel 
to  lake  the  sense  of  very  much  the  largest  part  of  the  meeting,  indil 
was  very  evident  that  he  was  willing  to  serve  a  very  small  number  tkit 
was  present,  in  preference. 

Q.  Whose  duty  is  it  to  collect  the  sense  of  the  meeting. 

A.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  clerk,  lo  collect  the  sense  of  the 
ing:  and  I  also  do  think,  that  il  is  a  privilege  that  the  meeting  hu  t* 
judge,  whether  he  lakes  the  right  sense  of  the  meeting  or  the  wronff- 

Q.  Is  not  thai  sense  to  be  gathered  under  the  discipline  and  ordef  *' 
society? 

A.  Yes,  where  the  discipline  is  called  in  (|uestion;  hul  at  that  meetiVi 
if  I  am  not  mistaken,  if  not  ihat,  it  was  one  very  near  il,  the  dilciplW 
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iieslcd  lo  be  read  by  several  I'riends;  but  it  was  iBftiscd,  and 
:k,  if  my  rccolleclion  serves  me  righl,  by  ilie  voice  of  one  or  iwo 
;  and  not  saffered  lo  be  read, 
'as  tliat  in  ihe  Monthly  Meeting? 

'ell,  I  can't  say  for  ccriaini  it  was  either  that  or  one  very  near  it. 
say  for  certain,  whether  it  was  in  the  Monthly  or  in  the  Pre- 
Meeting. 

a  case  where  there  appeared  to  be  a  diversity  of  sentiment,  and 
i.  was  persuaded  that  a  measure  advocated  by  one  party  was 
vc  of  tlie  discipline,  and  the  other  in  conformity  with  ii,  which 
be  his  duty  to  record  as  the  sense  of  the  meeting^ 
lave  no  doubt,  if  the  clerk  stood  entirely  off  from  all  partia,  tliat 
)  take  the  sense  of  the  majority  for  the  sense  of  the  meeting.  I 
'  it  more  than  once,  or  heard  it  repeated  by  clerks,  where  there 
I  cases  brought  before  Monthly  Meetings,  and  that  Friends  did 
ar  (o  all  think  Just  alike,  that  he  ha-^  stated  that  he  was  at  a  loss 
E  aenae  of  the  meeting,  and  wished  Friends  to  express  their  sen- 
and  which  ever  way  the  larger  part  of  the  meeting  went,  the 
pan  alivays  gave  up,  and  tt  was  recorded  in  that  way,  until  this 
division  took  place;  and  which  I  do  believe  is  the  duty  and  the 
for  B  clerk  to  decide. 

iiestion  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  answers— 
inly  ought  to  decide  as  he  thought  was  right}  that  is  a  liberty 
:lerk  has. 

L>  the  Society  of  Friends  ever  adopted  the  rule  of  deciding  by 
cration  of  numbers? 
.     There  is  no  rule  in  the  society  lo  that  import,  that  I  ever 

M  it  been  the  usage  of  the  society  to  consider  all  its  members 
o  equal  weight  in  their  deliberations  in  meetings  for  discipline? 
respects  the  weight,  I  don't  know  any  method  of  weighing  it; 
'  member  has  equal  right  and  etjual  privilege  to  a  voice  in  the 

til  recently  has  it  been  the  usage  for  all  the  members  of  the  so- 
ftke  an  active  part  in  the  meetings  for  discipline? 
:  nor  neither  is  it  now,  by  a  great  ways.  But  I  have  frequently 
icrly  Friends  request  young  Friends  to  speak  to  the  business  of 
ingi  that  their  voices  would  be  of  great  strength;  till  very  lately 
!  been  requested  or  told  thai  they  had  better  nut  speak  to  the 
or  words  to  thai  effect. 
young  Friends  do  you  mean  to  speak  generally  of  nil  who  were 

0  a  right  of  membership,  or  those  only  whose  serious  deport- 

1  diligent  attendance  on  meetings  fur  discipline,  gave  evidence 
eing  duly  impressed  with  a  proper  sense  of  the  duty  they  were 
on  to  perform? 

lould  suppose  from  what  I  have  heard  addressed  to  the  young 
I  that  subject,  alluded  to  those  that  felt  a  concern,  or  had  a 
iX  they  would  like  to  open  to  the  meeting, 
ore  Jediah  Middlelon  was  called  to  the  table,  had  David  Clark 
his  station  as  clerk? 

ncd  until  lo  o'clock  to-moitow  morning. 


292 

Wednesday  morning,  March  30th,  10  o'clock.  Cross-examination  of 
Josiah  Gaskill  continued.     Present  as  before. 

Mr.  Sloan*  We  now  call  on  the  opposite  counsel,  to  produce  the  mi- 
nutes of  the  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting. 

Mr.  Price.  The  book  is  here,  and  we  now  produce  it,  in  obedience  to 
the  call  of  the  counsel. 

The  said  book  of  minutes  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the 
-complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  Exhibit  L  2. 

Question  by  Mr.  ISloan.  When  Jediah  Middleton  was  called  to  tke 
table  in  Ninth-month,  was  he  requested  to  take  \he  table  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  making  that  minute,  or  was  he  appointed  generally  as  derk 
of  the  meetin-g? 

A.  I  consider  tliat  he  was  appointed  as  clerk  for  the  meeting,  on  this 
account  of  David's  not  acting  for  the  meeting. 

Q.  For  what  period  was  he  appointed? 

A.  Until  there  could  be  another  one  appointed;  or  he  reappointed, 
according  to  the  order  or  custom  of  the  meeting,  I  took  it. 

Q.  Had  David  Clarjc,  previous  to  that  time,  served  the  meeting  ac- 
ceptably as  their  clerkr 

A.  I 'don't  recollect  of  any  objections  being  made  to  him,  neither 
before  nor  at  that  time;  only  that  he  wouldn't  or  didn't  act  for  the  meet- 
ing. 

Q.  Did  the  meeting  unite  in  making  the  request  of  hi^i  so  to  do? 

A«  I  don't  know  that  I  can  recollect  the  particulars  that  passed  in  the 
meeting;  but  there  was  a  large  number  that  expressed  their  wish  that 
the  committee  should  be  appointed  to  prepare  this  certificate  to  the 
Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street;  and  I  think  not  more  than  two  or 
t\iree  that  seemed  to  say  any  thing  against  it.  And  it  was  stated  bj 
some  Friends,  that  if  he  could  not  serve  the  meeting,  that  there  bad 
better  be  some  one  appointed  in  his  stead,  which  was  done. 

Q.  Were  not  a  large  proportion  of  those  who  advocated  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  committee,  persons  who  had  not  previously  been  in  the 
habit  of  taking  a  part  in  the  meetings  for  discipline? 

A.  I  ihink  not. 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  discipline  of  the  society,  authorizing! 
meeting  to  displace  their  clerk  during  his  term  of  office,  unless  he  has 
been  guilty  of  some  infraction  of  the  discipline,  which  has  brought  him 
under  the  censure  of  the  meeting? 

A.  As  to  that,  you  have  the  discipline—- that  can  better  explain  it, 
than  I  feel  myself  able  to  do. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  before  known  an  instance  of  a  meeting  appointing 
a  clerk,  in  the  presence  of  an  acting  clerk  at  the  table,  and  thus  sup- 
planting him  without  any  previous  care  being  extended  to  him? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  ever  did;  nor  neither  did  I  ever  know  an  instance 
where  it  was  necessary  to  do  so  before. 

Q.  You  say  that  this  application  had  been  made  in  Eighth-month,  and 
was  withdrawn;  and  that  it  was  renewed  in  Ninth-month, — what  were 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  that  case,  which  made  it  necessary  to  take 
so  decided  a  step  at  that  time? 

Witness.    In  Ninth-month  is  thee  alluding  to.^ 
Counsel.  Yes. 

A.  For  my  |)art,  I  supposed  that  there  had  been  time  enough  givf" 
for  the  meeting  to  conic  to  a  conclusion,  whether  to  irranl  the  certificate 
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V  And  (he  Friend  applying;  for  the  certificate  was  desirous  that 
it\  should  have  one  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  ut  Green  street. 

Was  the  application  for  a  minor? 

Yea,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Was  David  Clarii  dealt  with  by  that  meeting,  or  in  any  way  called 
count  by  it,  for  his  proceedings  on  that  day? 

I  don't  recollect  that  he  was,  any  further  than  he  was  released 

his  office,  and  two  other  Friends  with  myself  were  appointed  to 
m  him  for  the  books  and  papers  belonging  to  that  meeting,  which 
:clined  giving  up  at  that  time. 

Did  he  ever  do  it? 

No,  he  has  not  yet. 

Did  he  not  assign  as  a  reason  for  not  doing  so,  that  he  had  been 
inted  clerk  of  that  meeting  for  a  term  then  unexpired? 

No,  he  made  no  such  observations,  according  to  my  recollection. 

What  reason  did  he  assign? 

There  was  very  little  passed.     We  met  him  on  the  road  as  we 

going  to  his  house:  he  stated  that  he  was  in  a  great  hurry  to  get 
renton  on  some  business;  but  if  we  wished  him  to  go  back  to  the 
e,  I  think  he  said  he  was  witling  to  go.  But  as  he  appeared  to  he 
lurry,  we  thought  we  could  do  our  errand  with  him  where  we  met 
and  stated  what  it  was;  and  I  think  he  replied  that  we  could  not 
them.     There  was  something  more  said  with  respect  to  the  society, 

think  nothing  more  with  respect  to  the  hooks;  and  wc  parted. 

Did  not  he  tell  you  that  your  proceedings  had  been  in  violation  of 
iscipline? 

I  don't  recollect  them  words. 

I  am  not  asking  you  for  precise  words;  I  am  asking  for  the  sub- 
e  of  his  answer! 

That  was,  that  we  could  not  have  them. 

Did  the  committee  who  were  appointed  on  the  subject  of  the  clerk, 
pon  David  Clark  between  the  meetings  of  Ninth  and  Tenth-months, 
Qir  whether  he  intended  to  continue  his  services,  or  obtain  any  in- 
Rtion  from  him  as  to  the  course  he  had  taken? 

As  to  what  the  committee  done,  t  do  not  know,  as  respects  that. 

Were  they  appointed  for  that  purpose,  or  was  the  sole  object  of 

appointment  to  name  a  person  for  cleik? 

The  minute  of  their  appointment  will  show  that.     For  my  own 

I  do  suppose  it  was  to  propose  the  name  of  a  suitable  Friend  to 
:  the  meeting  as  clerk,  and  one  to  assist  him,  and  no  further. 

Were  you  one  of  that  committee  ? 

The  minute  will  show  that;  for  my  part,  I  don't  recollect. 


Why  is  it  that  your  recollec 
inted  in  Tenth-month,  on  the  s. 


n  avails  you  a 

subject,  a 


le,  since  I  have  had  to  the  other. 
speaking  of  these  proceedings, 
tes,  and  not  from  your  recollec- 


Because  1  havehad  reference  to  or 

Do  I  understand  you  then,  that  in 
iptak  from  a  reference  to  the  minu 
of  them  as  they  occurred  at  the  tim 

This  is  in  one  particular  case — instance — that  1  happened  to  open 
wok  this  morning  and  saw  that  minute,  which  brought  to  my  r.c- 
ihrancc  the  conversation  that  took  place  with  us  and  David ;  and  I 
1  stale  the  place  also  if  it  was  necessary. 


Q.  Will  you  Slate  lo  me  under  wlul  authority  the  meetinf!;  acted  ha 
making  that  minute  of  releasemcnt  of  iheir  clerk,  wiihoui  his  canseatf 
was  it  under  the  discipline,  or  justiBed  by  the  custom  and  usages  of  ibE 

A.  I  consider  that  it. acted  under  the  authority  of  Chesterfield  Month- 
ly Meeting,  which,  1  believe,  had  the  Tlghl  to  do  aa  they  thought  w» 
right,  in  that  respect. 

Q.  Did  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting  at  that  time  profess  to  be  aclit^ 
under  the  discipline  of  the  society?  . 

A,  As  to  the  manner  prescribed  in  the  discipline,  I  am  not  well  enough 
acquainted  with  it  to  enter  into  an  explanation  on  that  point.  I  should 
say  they  did  profess  to  be  acting  under  it. 

Q,  Were  they  not  then  bound  by  the  provisions  of  the  discipline? 

A.  I  should  consider  they  were. 

Q.  Could  they  do  any  thing  in  contravention  of  the  discipline,  with- 
out a  breach  of  the  good  order  of  society? 

A.  It  certainly  would  be  out  of  order  for  Monthly  Meetings  to  do  tof 
thing  contrary  lo  discipline. 

Q.  Was  not  the  appointment  of  that  committee,  and  the  subsequnt 
pt^ceedings,  contrary  to  that  provision  of  the  discipline,  which  uyt, 
"  a  committee  should  be  annually  appointed  in  each  of  our  Quarterly  uul 
Monthly  Meetings  for  the  nomination  of  clcrksr" 

A.  I  think  not— because  there  is  nothing  provided  in  the  dtsciplinct 
as  thee  has  stated,  for  to  change  the  clerk;  but  what  will  be  the  conse- 
quence, therefore,  aa  I  understand,  it  is  left  optional  with  the  Moniblf 
and  Quarterly  Meetings  to  change  their  clerks  whenever  they  shoiU 
think  it  necessary ;  but  that  they  should  be  appointed  once  a  yean 

Q.  Arbitrarily,  and  without  cause,  do  you  mean  \ 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that's  ever  being  done. 

Q.  Did  David  Clark  attend  as  usual  as  the  clerk  of  that  meeting  in 
Tenth-month,  with  the  minutes! 

A.  David  Clark  attended  that  meeting  in  Tenlh-monlh,  but  not « 
clerk  for  that  meeting,  but  only  for  a  small  part  of  it,  who  had  sepanlcd, 
or  went  off  with  him  the  month  before. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  he  did  not  attend  there  with  the  minuiu 
of  the  meeting  for  the  purpose  of  acting  as  clerk? 

A.  I  thought  I  had  stated  that  he  did  attend  there,  and  did  act  fif 
that  part,  with  the  minutes,  that  separated  with  him  the^montb  beforti 
but  not  for  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Chester6eld. 

Q.  Did  he  not  regularly  open  the  meeting  in  the  presence  of  you^ 
as  the  clerk  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting,  or  claiming  so  to  be ! 

A.  After  Friends  had  gone  through  with  all  the  business  of  the  Month- 
ly Meeting  that  they  could,  without  the  old  minutes,  he  did  open,orrtui 
such  a  minute;  and  after  it  was  opened,  I  think  it  was  proposed  by< 
Samuel  Craft,  that  the  meeting  had  better  adjournj  {this  was  in  Tenth- 
month,)  and  no  time  being  fixed  of  the  udjournmenl,  and  I  myself  know- 
ing that  there  was  a  case  on  the  minutes  that  would  not  admit  of  a  ddijF 
■  of  more  than  one  day — I  felt  it  my  duty  to  mention  it  in  the  meeting 
which  I  did,  and  as  soon  as  1  had  done  it,  one  of  the  Yearly  Meetin^'i 
committee  replies,  "did  you  ever  see  the  impudence,"  and  repeated  it. 
and  said,  "thee  has  no  right  to  speak  a  word;"  and  then  they  madeU 
adjournment  till  next  day. 


Q.    Did  you  mention  llic  case  that  was  on  llie  minutes,  in  order  thai  it 
ighi  be  acled  upon,  and  disposed  of  at  that  time? 
A-  I  had  no  expectation  of  its  being  acted  upon  at  lliat  time,  but 
erely  that- the  adjournment  that  they  were  about  to  make,  might  he  so 
ort  that  they  would  attend  to  it,  as  we  had  not  the  minutes  lo  do  it. 
Q.  Did  you  attend  the  next  day? 
A.  1  was  there  the  nest  day, 

Q.  Uid  not  Samuel  Craft,  when  he  proposed  the  adjournment,  state 
,1  he  did  so,  because  there  were  those  present  who  were  not  entitled 


rves  me,  he  slated  that  he  did  not  think  the 
to  do  business,  and  afterwards  there  might 
on  the  account  of  some  person,  as  they  al- 
that  had  not  a  right  lo  sit. 
id  Clark  entered  the  meeting  in  Tenth-month,  was  Je- 


sit  in  the  n 
A.  If  my  recollect 
eciing  in  a  suitable 
,ve  been  some  ohjei 
fed,  being  pi 
q.  When  D 

ah  Middlelon  at  the  clerk's  table? 
A.  I  think  he  was.  I  am  not  certain  whether  David  Clark  entered 
«  house  with  a  number  of  other  Friends;  after  he  got  there,  there  was 
number  of  Friends,  men  Friends,  got  together  in  the  women's  end  of 
e  house,  some  considerable  time  before  the  hour.  Whether  David 
ime  in  that  way  or  not,  I  don't  know;  I  did  not  ace  him  come  in. 
Q.  In  Tenth-month,  when  those  whom  you  call  Friends  proposed  pro- 
xding  with  the  business  of  the  meeting,  by  Jediah  Middleton  opening 
ai  clerk,  was  it  not  protested  against  as  irregular  and  inconsistent, 
id  that  David  Clark  was  the  clerk  of  that  meeting? 
A  I  think  not.  Samuel  Craft  requested  him,  Jediah  Middleton,  that 
e  might  pause  a  little  bit — he  repeated  it  over  seveial  times,  that  he 
lould  "  pause  a  lUtle  bit,"  and  "  not  be  in  a  hurry."  I  don't  recollect 
t  any  other  Friends  speaking  to  the  subject,  till  after  Jediah  Middleton 
.tied,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  serve  that  meeting  as  clerk,  unless  it  was 
leir  wish.  1  thought  it  caused  a  general  expression  of  their  wish  for 
im  to  serve  the  meeting  as  clerk.  Then  there  was  something  more 
dd  by  our  Orthodox  Friends,  but  pretty  soon  wc  proceeded  with  our 

Q.  Afler  you  had  ceased  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  house,  did 
>arid  Clark  proceed  to  open  the  meeting  in  the  usual  way,  as  the  Ches- 
:tfield  Monthly  Meeting? 

A.  He  did  so,  for  a  small  part,  as  I  said  before. 

%  After  the  proceedings  you  have  spoken  of,  did  he  make  a  minute 
r  adjournment? 

A.  I  think  it's  like  enough  he  did;  I  have  no  recollection,  though,  of  it. 

Q.  In  Eleventh  and  Twelfth-months,  at  which  the  proceedings  took 
lace  you  have  spoken  of,  did  David  Clwk  attend  with  the  minutes,  and 
Bctate  as  clerk? 

A.  He  did,  as  he  did  the  month  before,  I  believe. 

Q.  In  the  meeting  of  Ninth-month,  what  other  business  was  transacted 
J  those  whom  you  call  Friends,  after  the  minute  of  adjournment  made 
rthe  clerk,  besides  that  spoken  of  relative  to  the  certificate,  and  the 
>mmittee  to  name  a  clerk? 

A.  The  minutes  will  speak  for  themselves:  not  recollecting  yesterday, 
'  I  stated  with  regard  to  this  question,  1  think  there  was  one  more 
linute  made  that  I  did  not  mention,  and  which  the  book  will  show. 

Q.  Will  you  refer  to  that  book,  and  say  whether  the  minute  was  not 
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made  in  the  following  words:  "The  tf  pis  tie  from  the  meeting  of  Frieiidi, 
held  at  Green  street,  Philadelphia,  in  Sixth-month,  last,  being  read, 
weightily  considered,  united  with,  and  recommended  to  the  particular 
attention  of  Friends?"  *^ 

Witness.  [Referring  to  the  book  of  minutes,  and  comparing  answen,] 
Yes. 

Q.  Was  there  not  also  the  following  minute  made,  viz:  ^It  also  being 
proposed  to  appoint  representatives  on  behalf  of  this  meeting,  to  atte84 
thie  contemplated  Yearly  Meeting  to  be  iield  in  Philadelphia  in  Teatb* 
month  next,  which,  ^fter  consideration,  is  referred  to  oar  next  meeting;" 
and  did. you  not  at  the  next  meeting  held  by  you,  appoint  such  repre- 
sentatives? 

A.  I  think  we  did:  and  the  minute  read  in  the  question  waa  made. 

Q.  Did  those  representatives  attend  the  meeting  in  pursuance  of  tbcir 
appointment,  and  so  report? 

A.  They  all  attended  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  in  Tendi- 
month,  1827,  with  the  exception  of  one,  who  was  prevented  byindif- , 
position. 

Q.  Was  it  not  understood,  before  the  meeting  of  Ninth-jnonthy  tlH* 
these  subjects  would  be  brought  before  that  meeting? 

A.  I  never  understood  that  it  was  concluded  on  for  certain,  when  ibtf 
would  be  brought  before  the  meeting,  until  the  day  that  they  werebroa|jliL 

Q.  Were  not  these  the  peculiar  circumstances  which  led  to  the  i  \\ii%i 
of  your  clerk,  just  at  that  time? 

A.  I  think  not;  there  had  been  nothing  mentioned  in  the  meeting Uiat 
I  recollect,  with  respect  to  appointing  representatives,  until  that  dif 
after  they  had  left  us. 

Q.  Had  nothing  been  said  out  of  meeting?  ^ 

A.  I  can't  account  for  what  has  been  said  out  of  meeting. 

Q.  Had  not  John  Comly  and  others  had  meetings  or  conferences  with 
your  party  on  the  subject  of  the  appointment  of  these  representatives, 
before  tliat  meeting? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  or  knowledge  of  John  Comly,  or  any  other 
Friend  that  was  not  a  member  of  that  meeting,  having  any  meeting  of 
conference  at  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting:  Friends,  members  of  that 
meeting,  had  some  meetings,  and  John  Comly,  I  think,  attended  one;  and 
there  might  have  been  other  Friends,  but  they  had  no  hand  in  appointing 
the  meetings,  or  say,  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  I  don't  care  who  appointed  the  meetings;  do  you,  or  do  you  not 
know  of  any  meeting  of  persons,  prior  to  that  meeting  of  Ninth-montb, 
in  which  the  subject  of  appointing  representatives  to  tbat  meeting  in 
Green  street  was  agitated,  discussed,  or  concluded  upon? 

A.  As  I  stated  before,  there  was  meetings  appointed  by  the  members 
of  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting;  I  think  likely  prior  to  the  said  meeting 
of  Ninth-month;  I  cannot  recollect  the  time  now  :  if  it  was,  I  think  that 
subject  might  have  been  talked  about;  that  subject  of  appointing  repre- 
sentatives. But  I  don't  recollect  any  positive  conclusion  come  to,  until 
the  Monthly  Meeting  in  Ninth-montb,  or  Tenth-month?  rather:  it  was 
proposed  in  Ninth-month,  and  referred  over. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  there  was  no  understanding  amongst 
those  with  whom  you  acted,  that  you  should  attach  yourselves  to  ibii 
meeting  in  Green  street,  prior  to  Tenth-month? 

A.  As  I  have  stated  that  thcrc^was  no  positive  conclusion  come  to, 


r  my  own  parti  considered  that  I  was  a  member  of  that  Yearly  Meeting 

It  was  held  in  Tenth-month,  1 827;  that  there  was  never  any  thing 

lied,  that  I  recollect,  of  attaching  ourselves  to  any  other  meeting  thaa 

e  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends,  held  in  Philadelphia. 

Q.  Where  at,  and  at  what  period! 

A.  That  [can't  tell  all,  Tor  I  didn't  attend:  I  attended  the  one  at  Green 

^eel  in  Tenth-month,  which  adjourned  to  the  second  Second-day  in 

>urth-monih  following,  and  has  continued  to  hold  its  yearly  sittings, 

e  men's  meeting  at  Green  street,  and  the  women's  meeting  at  Cherry 

reet,  ever. since,  on  the  second  Second-day  of  Fourth-month,  annually. 

Q.  Had  you  previously  considered  yourself  a  member  of  the  Yearly 

eeting  held  in  Arch  street  on  the  third  Second-day  of  Fourth-month? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.   Was  it  not  understood,  either  in  the  meeting  or  out  of  it,  that  to 

«t  your  views,  it  would  be  necessary  to  remove  the  existing  clerk, 

ivid  Clark,  and  appoint  one  of  your  own  party? 

A.  1  never  heard  it  spoken  of,  in  meeting  or  out,  I  think,  until  the 

y  of  Ninth-month,  that  that  would  have  to  be  the  case}  and  not  then, 

1  he  refused  or  neglected  to  serve  the  meeting. 

[»oo».] 
Q.  Had  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Chesterfield  ever  before  appointed 
preientatives  to  a  Yearly  Meeting? 
A.  I  don't  know  that  it  had, 

Q.  Had  you  ever  before  known  a  Montbly  Meeting  to  do  so? 
A.  Not  that  1  recollect  of. 

Q.  Why  was  it  then  done  by  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting? 
A.  My  idea  was,  on  the  subject,  that  they  had  a  right  to  do  so,  as  a 
onthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Under  the  discipline  of  the  society? 

A.  As  to  the  discipline  of  the  society,  as  I  said  before,  1  am  not  enough 
quainted  with  it  (you  have  that,)  to  explain  it. 

Q.  Was  the  appointment  made  without  reference  to  the  discipline? 
A.  As  to  thai,  I  can't  say. 

Q.  Were  you  one  of  the  representatives  appointed? 
A,  The  minute  will  show  who  the  representatives  were. 
Q.  Uare  you  no  recollection  yourself,  on  the  subject? 
A.  If  I  have,  and  there  is  belter,  or  as  good  evidence  offered  as  I  am, 
U  better  to  take  it,  than  for  me  to  undertake  to  explain,  lest  I  should 
:  niataken. 

Q.  Why  has  this  change  taken  place  ia  your  views,  since  the  adjourn- 
cot  to  dinner? 

A.  I  did'nt  know  that  there  had  any  change  taken  place. 
Q,  Will  you  then  answer  my  plain  question,  whether  you  have  no  ro- 
llection  of  being  one  of  the  representatives? 
A.  According  to  my  recollection,  I  was. 

Q.  From  that  period  until  the  present  lime,  has  the  Monthly  Meeting 
which  you  are  a  member,  continued  to  be  subordinate  to,  and  acknow- 
Ige  iUclf  to  be  a  member  of,  that  meeting  which  has  been  held  by  ad- 
imments  at  Green  street,  as  you  have  stated,  ever  since? 
A.  The  Monthly  Meeting  which  I  am  a  member  of,  docs  consider 
etf  members  of  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  which  considers  itself 
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members  of  the  Vearly  Meeting  of  Friends,  held  in  Philadelphia, 
second  Second-day  of  Fourth-month,  at  Green  street. 

Q.  Does  that  Monthly  Meeting  continue  to  send  reprcsentatlTCi 
the  Yearly  Meeting  spoken  of? 

A.  That  Monthly  Meeting  continues  lo  send  represenlatiTCS  lo  B« 
lington  Quarter,  and  Burlington  Quarter  lo  that  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  When  was  the  practice  of  sending  representatives  directly  to  tM 
Yearly  Meeting,  aboniloned  by  the  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting? 

A.  The  minutes  will  explain  that  better  than  1  can. 

Q.  Will  you  refer  me  lo  the  last  minute  of  their  appointment? [hud- 
jng  the  witness  the  book  of  minutes,  marked  Exhibit  L  2.] 

Witness.  (After  examining  the  minutes,) — According  to  the  iiiiiintc% 
they  only  appointed  representatives  to  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting  m 

Q,  Why  have  they  ceased  to  send  representatives? 

A.  1  don't  know  that  I  can  ansiver  that  cjuestion;  believing  thit  I 
not  required  so  to  do. 

Q,  You  have  said,  that  the  Monthly  Meeting  appointed  represtnu- 
tlvea,  because  they  bad  a  right  so  to  do;  why  was  it  that  that  Monittlr 
Meeting  exercised  that  right  at  that  particular  juncture,  never  biTiog 
before  done  so,  and  as  you  now  state,  never  having  since  done  it? 

A.  I  don't  suppose,  from  what  little  information  I  have,  that  it 
ever  necessary  before,  nor  has  not  been  since. 

Q.  Why  was  it  then  necessary? 

A.  I  suppose  on  the  account  of  ihe  unpleasant  situation  of  thtaoaej' 

Q.  Was  not  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  then  in  cxistenceP 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Had  it  not  been  in  existence  for  many  months  previous?    , 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Had  not  a  sitting  of  the  Huilinglon  Quarterly  Meeting  occwfri 
between  Sixth  and  Tenth-month,  1827? 

A.  Yen. 

Q.  Was  any  appointment  of  representatives  to  the  meeting  in  Ottl' 
street  then  made  or  proposed  to  be  made? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  1  attended  that  Quarterly  Meeting}  thenbltl 
can't  say. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  by  general  repute,  that  such  a  pnpoMli« 
was  madeP 

A.   I  don't  recollect  that  1  have. 

Q.  Was  it  stated  or  pretended  in  the  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeti^ 
of  Ninth-month,  that  any  such  proposition  had  been  brought  beToMlh 
Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  it  was. 

Q.  What  then  do  you  mean  by  saying,  that  it  had  become  necwwr 
for  the  Monthly  Meeting  lo  exercise  this  power  of  appointment,  ttoA 
was  vested  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  by  the  discipline  and  uasgonf    1 
the  society? 

A.  I  answered  that;  it  being  occasioned  by  the  unpleasant  siUiUHl 
of  the  society. 

Q.  Had  not  that  situation  exUlod  for  some  time  before  the  Quartt'lf 
Meeting? 

A.   Not  ill  our  meeting,  to  so  great  an  extent.  la 

Q.   Under  the  discipline  and  usages  of  the  society,  has  a.  MoethlT"* 
Meeting  the  right,  without  ihe  concurrence  of  its  Quarterly  MeetiBgi' 


uoUe  its  conneKion  wiUi  one  Yearly  Meeting,  and  appoint  represen- 
lives  ta  another? 

A.  I  should  not  suppose  that  U  could,  nor  I  never  knew  of  an  instance 
its  being  done. 

Q.  Could  the  Monihly  Meeting  dissolve  its  connexion  with  its  Quar- 
r,  without  its  concurrence? 
A.  I  believe  that  it  could. 
Q,  In  conforniiiy  with  the  discipline? 
A.  As  to  that,  I  can't  explain. 

Q.  In  speaking  of  the  righls,  then,  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  and  of 
liat  it  miglil  do,  am  I  to  understand  you  as  speaking  wiihout  reference 
the  discipline  on  the  subject,  but  giving  only  your  own  views  and 
linions? 

A.  In  ipcaking  of  the  rigMs  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  it  was  my  views 
ith  respect  to  the  discipline,  that  governed  the  meetingsj  but  at  th&t 
ne  the  discipline  did  not  appear  to  be  the  rule  of  our  Orthodox  Friends. 
Q.  Was  it  yours? 

A.  I  believe  that  Friends  were  very  desirous  to  support  the  discipline 
every  part. 
Q.  Did  thry  do  it? 
A.  That  I  must  leave. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  rule  of  discipline  was  violated  by  your  Ortho- 
IX  Friends,  as  you  style  Ihem,  in  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Ninth-month, 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can;  but  one  thing  that  was  not  according  to 
e  order  of  society,  was,  the  clerk's  closing  the  meeting,  or  reading  a 
osing  minute,  without  being  requested  by  the  meeting  to  do  so. 
Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  other  rule  of  discipline  respecting 
«  appointment  of  representatives,  than  that  which  requires  "  a  suita- 
e  number  of  men  and  women  to  be  appointed  in  each  Monthly  Meet- 
ig,  to  attend  the  service  of  the  Quarterly  Meetings,  with  such  reports 
I  vriting,  signed  by  their  clerks,  as  may  be  given  IhCm  in  charge,  also, 
lU  at  least  four  of  each  sex  be  appointed  in  each  Quarterly  Meeting  to 
ttend  the  Yearly  Meeting."  [Pages  33  and  4  of  discipline,  Exhibit 
To.  13.] 

A.  As  I  have  stated  before,  I  don't  consider  myself  well  enough  versed 
I  the  discipline,  and  cannot  say  any  thing  on  the  subject. 
Q<  Do  you  know  who  was  the  agent  for  the  asylum  of  that  meeting, 
llhe  lime  of  the  separation? 

A.  That  is  a  concern  that  I  never  knew  any  thing  aboutj  though  I 
dieve  Samuel  Middleton  was  agent  for  that  Monthly  Meeting  before 
w  separation;  and  if  1  mistake  not,  about  the  time  of  ihe  separation 
imuel  Bunting  was  appointed;  but  it  is  what  I  never  concerned  myself 
»ut. 

Q.  Was  he  not  appointed  at  the  adjourned  silting  of  Tenth-month? 
Witness.  Who,  Samuel  Bunting? 
CoQBsel.  Yes. 
A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  succeeded  him  in  thai  appointment? 
A.  If  my  recollection  serves  me,  I  was  appointed  after  the  separation. 
Q.  Immediately  after? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  how  long  it  was  after :  believing  il  not  necessary 
pay  particular  attention  to  it  at  that  time. 
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Q.  Was  Samuel  Bunting  in  uuity  with  those  whom  you  call  Onto 
dox,  from  the  time  of  the  separat: 

A.   Yc9. 

Q.  Will  you  refer  to  the  record  of  your  Tneeting  of  Tenth-tnonth  Jth) 
leaa,  [Exhibit  L  2,]  and  say  wheihei-  it  was  not  at  that  meeting,  Uiit 
you  were  appointed  to  act  as  the  a^ent  in  the  place  of  Samuel  fiuntligH 

A.  On  lefening  to  the  record— Yea,  thai  was  the  time. 

Q.  Did  not  the  treasurer  of  the  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting,  of 
which  you  are  a  member,  report  in  Twelfih-monih,  1827,  to  the  meet', 
ing,  that  he  had  paid  to  William  Aliinson  the  quotas  of  ChestcrBeld 
Bordeniown  Preparative  Mcetings,of  the  monies  received  for  the  coloured 
people  in  Carolina,  as  directed,  and  was  not  a  minute  made  to  thateffrctF 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  Chesterfield  Prep&rative  Meeting  raised  its  proportloii,  dtd  it  not, 
and  paid  it  over!  T 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  the  minutes  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting,  held  at  Cbei- 
terfield  the  2Bih  of  Sixth-month,  1837,  is  not  the  following  minute  c«f 
tained,  viz:  "  The  extracts  from  our  late  Yearly  Meeting,  were  peoiteet' 
and  read,  Samuel  Middleton,  Thomas  liallangee,  Jacob  Sattertbviiiei 
and  Edward  Thorn  are  appointed  to  collect  our  quota  of  83000,  ordere) 
to  be  raised  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  the  relief  of  the  blacks  in  Nwth 
Carolina,  and  pay  it  to  our  treasurer,  who  is  directed  to  pay  it  to  Il» 
■  treasurer  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  and  report  to  next  meeting."    And 
is  not  that  committee  continued  by  minute  of  the  nest  meeting,  and  il 
the  meeting  of  30th  of  Eighth-month,  1337,  was  not  the  followingf  mi'' 
nute  made:  "Our  treasurer  reports  on  behalf  of  the  committee,  Ihitthil 
meeting's  quota  of  g3000,  directed  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  to  be  raised 
for  the  relief  of  the  people  of  colour  in  North  Carolina,  is  paid  in,  and 
that  he  has  paid  the  same  to  the  tr  ........... 

And  a  similar  entry  made  in  Ninth 
the  clerk  to  forward  the  informaiio 

A.  Yes,  it  is  so. 

Q.  Were  the  extracts,  and  the  dii 
nutes,  the  extracts  from  the  Yearly  Meeti 
day  of  Fourth-month,  preceding,  in  Arch 

A.  I  expect  Ihey  were. 

Q.  Is  a  Preparative  Meeting  necessarily  a  meeting  of  record? 

A.  They  are  at  liberty  to  keep  records' — «ome  do,  and  some  do  BOQ: 
but  it  is  a  more  common  thing  of  latter  years  than  formerly. 

Mr.  Sloan.  I  must  now  ask  for  the  minutes  and  reeord^of  a  tncetiif 
purporting  to  be  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  since  tne  separatka, 
ft  written  notice  to  produce  which  has  been  timely  given  the  opponK 
counsel. 

Mr.  Price.  In  obedience  to  the  call  of  the  counsel,,  we  have  here  the 
book  of  minutes  of  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  held  at  Chesterfield} 
and  which  we  offer  in  evidence,  on  the  part  of  the  complainant  and  Stacy 

The  book  is  marked  by  me  Exhibit  M  2, 

Q.  A  book  purporting  to  be  minutes  of  Burlington  Quarterly  Mol- 
ing, is  now  produced— Is  that  the  minutes  of  the  Burlington  Quai"^ 
Meeting,  of  which  you  have  been  speaki"  " ' 

Witness.  (Examining  the  book,)  Yes. 


of  the  Monthly  Meeting' 
with  the  further  direction  10 
;  next  Monthly  Meeting? 

there  alluded  to  in  thaient* 
ig,  held  on  the  third  Secoad- 
itreet,  Pbiladclphia? 


Q.  I  perceive  ihc  first  minute  matte  in  that  book,  was  on  the  snh  of 
Elevenlh-monih,  1827;  was  that  Ihe  period  spoken  of  by  you  when  the 
reparation  look  placcP 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  Had  ihe  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  previous  to  that  lime,  been 
"held  alternately  at  Burlington  and  CheslerJield^ 

A.  That  had  been  the  practice;  but  if  I  remember  right,  at  ihe  close 
«t  that  meeting,  in  Eieventh-month,  it  was  thought  best  to  adjourn  to 
Meet  at  that  house  again  ihc  next  three  months,  or  the  next  Quarter— 
loprcvent  if  possible  the  unhappy  effects  which  had  been  produced  at 
Alt  meeting;  and  our  Orthodox  Friends  have  held  their  Quarter,  as  I 
bite  understood,  in  Burlington  ever  since. 

Q,  Have  you  also  understood  by  general  repute,  that  they  send  repre- 
KDtatives  to,  and  maintain  their  connexion  with,  Ihe  Yearly  Meeting 
Iicid  for  many  years,  past,  in  Arch  street,  Philadelphia? 

A.  I  have  never  heard  no  report  that  I  recollect  of  on  that  subject. 

Q.  Docs  Ihe  meeting  held  at  Chesterfield,  the  minutes  of  which  are 
produced,  send  representatives  to  that  meeting? 

A.  They  have  sent  representatives  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends, 
Iwld  in  Philadelphia  in  Fourth-month,  ever  since-  The  second  Second- 
Bajr  in  Fourth-month. 

P?he  question  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  answers:^ 
he  representatives  from  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  in  Fourth- 
Month,  1828,  have  been  sent  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  in 
^iladelphia  at  Green  street,  instead  of  Arch  street.  The  same  Yearly 
Meeting,  but  not  the  same  house. 

Q.  Is  it  the  same  Yearly  Meeting,  whose  extracts  you  received  and 
nde  the  minutes,  last  above  quoted,  in  relation  to? 
A.  I  do  consider  it  the  same  Yearly  Meeting. 
Q.  And  that  you  consider  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friend?? 
A.  The  Yearly  Meeting  at  Green  street,  I  consider  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ling  of  Friends. 

'      Q.  And  because  it  ia  the  same  Yearly  Meeting,  which,  prior  to  1827, 
bad  been  held  in  Arch  street? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Had  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  or  those  claiming  to  be  the 
Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  withdrawn  themselves  from  Burlington 
tjuirter,  and  attached  themselves  to  Bucks  Quarter,  some  time  before 
kite  separation? 

A.  I  am  not  acquainted  with  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting's  pfo- 
cetdings.  I  d^'t  know  that  I  attended  one  meeting  there  in  that  year; 
Mxrefore,  1  can  say  nothing  about  it. 

Q.   I  do  not  ask  you  after  the  proceedings  of  that  meeting,  was  the 

ICIIO? 

A.  I  understand  it  was  so.  ~~ 

Q.  Was  it  with  the  consent  of  the  Burtington  Quarter? 

A.  I  don't  expect  it  was. 

Q.  Was  it  consistent  with  the  discipline  or  usages  of  the  society,  for 
Uem  to  do  so? 

A.  Not  in  the  harmonious  state  of  society.  I  should  suppose 
)t  have  been  considered  so. 

Q.  Has  that  meeting  been  attached  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  of  which 
>ou  are  a  member? 


I 
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A.    That  Monthly  Meeting  lias  been  again  attached  to  BuHiiigUtl 
Quarterly  Meeting,  of  which  I  am  a  member.  J 

Q.  Before  it  was  united  with  your  meeting,  wis  not  the  consentol 
Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting  fiist  asked  and  obtained;  and  the  followiig 
minute  mailc  on  the  reading  the  report  of  the  committee,  appointed  la 
inquire  into  the  subject  by  the  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  certiBed 
by  its  clerks  to  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting,  in  the  records  of  that  meet- 
ing, and  transcribed  into  the  record  now  produced  and  made  an  eihibil 
in  this  cause,  to  wit:  "  which  being  read  and  considered,  this  oteetiaK 
agrees  that  if  way  open,  they,  [the  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,, 
should  be  again  united  to  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  as  proposHr 
Samuel  Comfort,  Benjamin  Lloyd,  Michael  Trump.  Samuel  Swua,  lad, 
Elijah  Fish,  are  appointed  to  attend  said  Quarterly  Meeting,  with  I 
copy  of  this  minute,  and  report  to  next  meeting."  And  did  not  jroUf 
Quarterly  Meeting  add  the  following  minute,  viz:  "  which  being  here 
read,  was  united  with,  and  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  accepted  li 
a  branch  of  this  Quarter^" 

A.  Yes,  it  is  so. 

Q.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  the  school  fund  had  been  createi 
tntirtly  by  the  voluntary  contributions  of  individuals? 

A.  No.  I  know  nothing  further  how  that  fund  originated,  than  froiB 
the  subscription  that  was  produced. 

Q.  Was  not  that  fund  originally  created  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Yeir^ 
ly  Meeting? 

A.  I  never  understood  that  the  Yearly  Meeting  had  any  thing  Xoin 
with  creating  that  fund. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand  then,  that  your  views  on  that  subject  are  \axi. 
upon  the  Idea,  that  this  fund  originated  with  that  Preparative  Meetinft 
and  was  created  by  the  contributions  of  its  members? 

A.  In  that  subscription  there  is  a  statement  of  part  of  the  fund  bciD[ 
Chesterfield's  quota  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting's  stock,  I  think  it  is,  be- 
longing to  that  Preparative  Meeting :  the  rest  of  it  was  raised  by  indi- 
vidual Bubscriplion. 

Q.  How  many  of  the  original  subscribers  to  that  list  you  have  pfi^ 
duced,  were  members  of  that  particular  meeting,  at  the  timeoflbctt* 
paration? 

A.  There  was  but  very  few  of  them  living  at  the  lime  of  tlieKpW^ 
tion:  from  the  best  information  I  had,  not  more  than  three  orfouitf 
them  were  living,  I  don't  know  how  many  of  those  were  membenvT 
that  particular  meeting. 

Q.  Can  you  state  who  the  survivers  were,  that  were  so? 

A.  If  I  saw  the  list,  I  would.  [The 'list  exhibited  by  ine  witnes>|U^ 
marked  K  2,  is  shown  him,  when  he  further  answers  ij — 1  think  Rh»^ 
Tikon,  and  Gideon  Middleton,  were  all.     They  were  all  that  I  kno*"* 

Q.  How  did  they  stand  at  the  time  of  the  separation?  I 

A.  I  was  not  particularly  acquainted  with  the  two  Friends,  butitV 
pears  from  the  way  that  that  paper  is  made  out,  that  one  tookoneii<l4 
went  with  the  Orthodox,  and  the  other  with  Friends. 

Q.  Was  this  list  prepared  by  you? 

Witness.  By  me? 

Counsel.  Yes. 

A.  No. 

Q.  What  knowledge  have  you  of  its  correctness? 
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I  believe,  for  any  thing  that  I  have  seen,  that  it  corresponds  with  a 

of  the  original  subscription  that  1  saw. 

1  ask  you  what  knowledge  you  have  of  the  correctness  of  this  ap- 
onment,  if  the  list  liks  not  prepared  by  you? 

As  far  as  1  am  acquainted  with  the  families  of  those  that  are  de- 
:d,  I  believe  it  to  be  correct. 
^  Did  you  know  Samuel  Abbott? 

1  knew  him  by  sight. 

Where  did  he  live  at  (he  lime  of  the  separation? 

I  don't  know  that  i  can  tcU. 

Did  you  know  Elijah  Field? 

I  was  acquainted  with  Elijah  Field- — I  expect  it's  the  same  one, 
t  twenty-four  or  five  years  ago. 

Have  you  never  seen  him  since? 

If  I  have,  it  has  been  a  great  while  ago. 

Were  not  Samuel  Abbott,  and  Elijah  Field,  both  so  infirm  for 
f  years  before  the  separation,  as  to  be  unable  to  attend  meetings  on 
:r  aide? 

,  Aa  for  Elijah  Field,  I  can  say  nothing  about.  Samuel  Abbott  had 
,  as  1  understood,  some  limc  before  his  death,  very  infirm. 

Have  not  his  children  always  remained  with  those  you  call  Ortho- 
and  did  not  he  live  with  them  at  the  lime  of  bis  dealhf 

I  am  not  acquainted  with  his  children;  some  of  them  do  go  with 
Orthodox,  them  that  I  do  know.  But  I  am  not  acquainted  well 
gfa  with  the  family,  to  say  how  it  is  with  them  all. 

Has  he  not  been  put  down  in  this  list  as  being  one  of  your  parlyF 

Yes.     I  don'l  know  that  I  ever  saw  the  old  man  after  the  separa- 

but  I  have  been  told  by  them  that  had  seen  him,  that  he  was  in 
ir  with  Friends. 

That  then  is  all  your  authority  for  exhibiting  him  on  that  side  of 
ueitionF 

I  give  all  mine. 

Who  prepared  this  list? 

1  don't  know  that  I  can  tdl.  I  believe  that  there  was  one  or  two 
ited  in  doing  it;  tivo  or  three,  I  should  say. 

Have  you  any  other  knowledge  of  Elijah  Field's  sentiments,  than 
I  what  you  have  been  told? 
,  No,  I  have  not, 

Were  you  e^ 
I  I  think  it  wa 
,  By  whom? 
.  I  think  Jediah  Middleton. 

■  1  perceive  that  this  list  professes  to  class  the  children  of  deceased 
OD>;  tipon  what  principle  was  it  made  out  in  this  respect?  was  any 
«  application  made  to  the  several  individuals  to  know  how  they 
4'. 

L'  I  do  expect  it  was  made  out  from  the  knowledge  the  Friends  had 
he  different  families. 

[•  Was  it  made  out  entirely  by  those  on  your  side  of  the  question? 
'■  1  expect  it  was, 

!'  In  making  out  this  list,  why  were  those  included  who  were  not 
nbers  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting? 
>•  In  order  to  show  who  the  subscribers  were;  and  that  subscriptioR 


er  told  he  was  with  you  at  all? 
s  told  me  that  lie  was  so. 


'"" 


was  made  out,  as  I  have  understood,  when  all  the  subscribers 
bers  of  that  Preparative  Meeting. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  this  apportionment,  and  ranging  ihem  in  cUsK%j 
under  the  banners  of  the  respective  parlies?  '*"• 

A.  No.     I  mean  the  ori^^inal  subscription. 

Counsel.  That  was  exhibited  heie  more  than  six  monlhs  ago.     Intl)) 
exhibit  produced  by  you,  marked  D  3,  purporting  to  be  a  list  of  l' 
Friends  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting,  I  find  the  name  of  Thoni 
I..  Shotwcll,  with  a  pencil  mark  over  it;  is  that  intended   to  be  i 
erasure  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  that  the  same  Thomas  L.  Shotwell  who  is  the  complainioi  i 
this  bill,  and  who  owes  this  money  now  in  controversy? 

A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.   Why  is  his  name  erased  from  this  list  then? 

A.   He  was  not  a  member  at  the  time  of  the  separation;  but«iice,tl 
been  regularly  received  by  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.   Is  there  any  thing  in  the  discipline,  against  the  commenclDg <fj 
suit  by  a  member,  for  the  recovery  of  a  debt  from  one  who  is  not  a  mM 


ber? 


A.  1  am  not  i 
Q.  HadThoi 
A.  Ye! 


are  that  there  is. 

s  L.  Shotwell  formerly  been  a  member? 


Q.   By  whom  was  this  list  of  members  prepared?  [Exhibit  D  3.] 
A.  ]f  I  am  not  mistaken,  Samuel  Middleton  assisted  in  prepafii^t 
Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  it  is  a  correct  list? 
A.  As  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  I  believe  it  is. 
Q,   How  far  does  that  knowledge  extend  ? 
A.   Well,  I  don't  know  all  the  members  of  Chesterfield  " 
Meeting;  as  far  as  I  do  know,  it  is  correct,  I  think. 

Q.  Was  Hannah  Field  a  member  at  the  time  of  the  separation? 


A.  Ic 


say. 


n  this  list 


t  not? 


Q.  H( 

A.  I  believe  it  is. 

Q.  Were  William  Careslake  and  wife  members  of  that  niteti^l 
the  time  of  the  separation? 

A.  I  cannot  tell' — they  are  now, 

Q.  Were  not  Samuel  Holloway,  Susan  Holloway,  Lydia  Cor 
Mary  Ann  Clark,  all  members  of  that  meeting         '  *   " 

A.  I  am  not  acquainted;  neither  do  I  know  either  one  of  tbctt9 
viduals;  for  that  reason  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  the  book  of  minutes  exhibited,  and  sajn 
William  Careslake  and  his  wife  were  not  received  under  b  certlfi 
removal  into  that  meeting  in  Eleventh-month,  1S38?    [Handing hi 

A.  Here  appears  to  be  a  minute  to  that  effect. 

Q.  May  you  not  be  mistaken  then  in  other  names  on  that  list,  a 
as  those  that  have  been  pointed  out  to  you  by  me? 

A.  1  have  not  pretended  to  say  any  further,  that  it  is  correcl, 
from  them  that  I  am  acquainted  with. 

Q.  Were  you  not  present  in  the  meeting  when  that  certificite 
movM  was  received  ? 


in't  recollect  thaTl  iraa, 

ned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  roomiog. 

ay  morning,  31st  March,  at  10  o'clock.  CroB»-ex&tniiiation  of 
kskill,  continued.     Present  as  before.  4 

n  \ij  Mr.  Sloan.  You  have  spolien  of  an  adjournment  madebr 
im  you  call  Orthodox,  from  the  meeting  house  to  the  house 
rah  Chapman;  was  she  a  member  of  Chesterfield  Preparative 

■,  I  believe  she  was. 

1  you  took  at  this  list,  [Exhibit  £  9  J  purporting  to  be  a  list  of 

In  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting,  and  see  whether  hername 

pon  it? 

oking  over  it.]  It  don't  appear  to  be  here. 

he  one  of  those  whom  you  cull  Orthodox? 

is  considered  so. 

7  do  you  account  for  the  absence  of  the  name  of  one  who  ap^ 
lave  been  so  conspicuous,  from  that  list  exhibited  by  you,  under 
n,  as  a  correct  list  of  the  members  of  that  meeting,  on  that  side 
!stion? 

insider  t)ie  cause  of  its  not  being  there,  her  namt  not  being 
d  at  the  time,  by  them  that  made  the  list  out;  and  I  myself  not 
uainted  with  the  woman,  didn't  observe  the  omission. 
.s  she  not  a  constant  attendant  of  the  meeting  to  which  you 

and  one  who  sat  in  the  upper  gallery  in  that  meetingf 
to  that,  I  cannot  say,  as  I  did  not  know  the  woman. 
w  is  it  that  you  should  have  remained  in  ignorance  of  her  per-', 
ig  been,  as  you  state,  for  so  many  years  in  the  habit  of  dili- 
ending  the  meetings  for  discijiline  of  that  meeting? 
I  remember  right,  i  answered  that  question  of  attending  the 
of  Friends)  not  of  Chesterfield  Monlhly  or  Preparative  Meeting, 
lad  not  been  a  member  of,  but  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting; 
I  waa  not  acquainted  with  a  threat  many  members,  especially 
:he  women,  of  that  Prepirative  Meeting, 
len  did  you  become  a  member  of  that  meeting? 
link  it  is  sL^  years  ago,  some  time  this  spring. 
I  understand  you  as  saying  that  you  cannot  tell  wbetber  Sarah 
I  did  or  did  not  sit  in  the  gallery  of  that  meeting?- 
innot  tell. 

t  not  usual  for  the  active  members  of  the  society  of  the  wi- 
;exes,  to  have  very  frequent  intercourse  with  each  other  in  traiu- 
e  business  of  the  society,  in  serving  on  committees,  &c.} 
at  is  the  case  frequently;  but  I  myself  had  no  opportunity  of 
,  of  becoming  acquainted  with  the  person  alluded  to. 
the  name  of  Sarah  Chapman  appears  to  have  been  forgotten, 
y  the  persons  who  made  out  that  list,  as  by  yourself,  can  you 
her  there  are  not  others  of  that  side  of  the  question,  who  have 
tted? 

annot  say  that  there  is,  or  ia  not;  I  know  of  none  at  this  time, 
u  have  said,  I  think,  that  in  your  apprehension,  the  exclusive 
f  this  school  fund  was  vested  in  the  Preparative  Meeting,  and 
f  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Monthly  Meeting;  and  have 
to  an  old  minute  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  to  show  that  they  hat) 
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no  authority  over  it:  will  you  state  what  tras  the  nature  of  Uic  ap|dicatiM 
then  made  to  the  Monthly  Meetinf;? 

A.  I  was  not  a  member  of  that  Monthly  Meeting  at  the  time  of  Q» 
application,  therefore  I  must  refer  you  to  the  minutes  of  that  tnerlin^. 
Q.  Ib  not  the  firs^minutfe  to  be  fnuiKl  on  that  subject,  under  datcaf 
the  *th  of  Ninth-month,  1798,  and  as  luHows,  viz:  "Trenton  Prcparati« 
Meeting  proposed  to  this  meetinf;  Tur  ci-ii^ideration,  whether  ii  mijhl 
not  be  right  to  have  a  division  of  the  fund  that  ha*  been  establiihed  fort 
school  in  and  iy  the  Preparative  MeeiinE  of  Chesterfield;"  and  ac«a- 
mittee  appointed  on  the  subject,  in  the  usual  way? 

A.  Yes;  such  appears  to  be  the  minute;  and  that  committnH  iaAe 
next  month,  I  think,  reports  that  the  Monthly  Meeting  has  no  coHmI 
over  it;  which  was  united  with. 

Q.  Is  that  your  apprehension  of  the  report? 
A,  I  think  that  is  the  purport  of  the  minute. 

Q.  -Is  not  the  report  of  that  committee,  that  they  "  are  of  the  ahi 
that  the  Monthly  Meeting  hath  no  power  to  divide  any  part  of  tlw  M^ 
scriptiona  thereof,"  alluding  to  the  subscriptions  made  for  the  Kft 
of  a  fund  for  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting:? 

A.  That  appears  to  be  the  words  of  the  committee,  as  recorded^  wUd^ 
in  Toj  apprehension,  is  the  same  import  as  their  not  having  powerlvdft 
it,  or  to  the  control  of  it. 

Q.  If  a  Monthly  Meeting  has  no  cootrol,  or  superintending  power  nw 
mch  funds  of  its  Preparative  Meetings,  how  do  you  account  for  Hm 
application  being  made  to  it? 

A.  Monthly  Meetings  may  have  power  over  Preparative  Meetiagin 
certain  cases;  and  Preparative  Meetings  have  the  liberty  of  connltiig 
or  advising  with  Monthly  Meetings  concerning  certain  things  bthtoffag 
to  them  exclusively. 

Q.  If  the  Monthly  Meeting  had  no  control  in  any  way,  and  it  werew 
understood  by  the  society,  would  they  have  entertained  the  subject  il 
all,  on  their  minutes? 

A.  I  have  always  considered  that  it  is  the  duty  of  every  Monthly  Merl- 
ing,  whenever  tliere  is  any  thing  sent  up  from  tlic  Preparative  Meetiag, 
to  notire  it;  which  is  the  only  way,  1  believe,  to  express  their  opioin 
on  a  subject  sent  up  from  that  meetin)^. 

Q.  Is  the  Monthly  Meeting  bound  to  appoint  committees  on  all  lob- 
jecls  sent  up  by  a  Preparative  Meeting? 

A.  That  is  entirely  left  to  the  judgment  of  the  Monthly  Meetiiig,  u 
1  apprehend. 

Q.  Is  not  that  report  merely  declaratory  of  the  discipline  whicli  K- 
quires  that  all  donations  and  bequests  shall  he  strictly  applied,  according 
to  the  will  of  the  donor,  and  expressive  of  the  opinion  of  the  cororoitiec 
that  the  Monthly  Meeting  had  no  right  to  divide  a  fund,  created  foroM 
meeting,  ^nd  appropriate  it  to  another! 

A.  As  I  am  not  fully  acquainteil  with  the  discipline,  and  that  is  here, 
I  cannot  say. 

Q.  If  a  Preparative  Meeting  were  to  apply  the  Funds  difTerently  from 
the  purpose  for  which  they  were  created,  would  not  the  Monthly  Meetbg 
have  a  control  over  the  Preparative  Meeting,  and  a  right  lo  require  tbil 
the  funds  should  he  applied  for  the  purposes  Tor  which  tliey  were  raised? 
A.  As  there  never  has  a  case  of  that  kind  caiiic  to  my  knowledge,  1 
can't  say  any  thing  about  it. 


Q.  Do  I  understand  you,  then,  as  answering  that  you  da  not  know 
whether  the  Monthly  Meeting  would  or  would  not  have  a  right  to  inter- 
fereF 

A.  If  there  was  a  resular  complaint  sent  up  to  the  Monthly  Meeting 
from  the  I'reparative  Meeting,  or  by  persons  aggriercd,  it  would  be  at 
liberty  to  notice  it,  I  should  suppose. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  a  "  regular  complaint  sent  up?" 
A.  Aa  far  as  I  am  acquainted,  all  business  that  is  necessary  to  be  BCnt 
'     from  the  Preparative  to  the  Monthly  Meeting,  i«  sent  up  by  a  minute 
J     aigtied  by  the  clerk. 

Q.  Would  the  meeting  be  likely  to  make  a  minute  of  complaint  against 

A.  I  never  knev  a  Monthly  Meeting  to  take  up  business  concerning 
»  Preparative  Meeting,  I  think,  without  it  coming  up  as  I  have  stated} 
^  though  such  may  have  been  the  case. 

Q.  Is  there  not  a  general  supervisory  power  possessed  by  each  lupe- 
*:  rior,  tntr  its  inferior  meetings,  which  may  be  exercised  when  necessary, 
^    without  any  minute  o^  a  complaint  from  such  inferior  meetings^ 

A.  L  should  not  think  that  it  would  be  right,  according  to  my  appre- 
'    heosion,  according  to  the  rules  of  the  society. 

Q.  Had  not  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting  at  the  time  of  the  separa- 
tion, a  patient  at  the  asylum,  at  its  expense? 

A.  I  understood  they  had;  and  some  time  after  Samuel  Bunting  was 
appointed  agent  for  that  Monthly  Meeting,  I  understood  they  fetched 
her  away. 
Q.  What  time  was  she  brought  away? 
A.  I  cannot  tell. 
Q.  In  the  year  1828? 

A.  Well,  1  never  made  any  account  of  the  time;  therefore  I  cannot 
My  any  thiug  about  it  when  it  was,  any  more  than  I  was  informed  that 
it  was  done. 

Q.  Is  it  the  duty  of  the  agent  appointed,  on  behalf  of  a  meeting,  to 
attutd  to  paying  the  expenses  of  such  patients? 

A.  As  to  my  own  part,  I  didn't  know  any  thing  about  the  rules  of  the 
atflom;  but  I  have  understood  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  agent  to  see 
that  all  expenses  was  paid. 

Q.  Were  you  the  first  person  appointed  agent  for  the  asylum  of  the 
Hoathly  Meeting,  of  which  you  are  a  member,  after  separation? 
A.  I  think  I  was  the  first  after  the  separation. 

Qt  Did  ybu  ever  pay  any  expenses  for  that  patient,  as  the  agent  of 
that  meeting,  or  know  of  any  having  been  paid  under  the  order  of  that 
meeting? 

A.  There  has  never  been  any  demands  made  to  me  for  such  expenses; 
therefore  I  have  not  paid  any:  nor  do  I  know  of  any  being  pud  that 
accrued  since  the  separation.  --^ 

.Q.  Is  it  not  required  that  a  bond  shall  be  given  by  tbri  l^nt,  with 
security,  for  the  payment  of  such  expenses? 

A.  I  have  understood  that  that  was  the  rule:  and  I  likewise  under- 
stood, that  the  bond  that  the  agent  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting 
had  given  before  Samue!  Bunting  was  appointed,  was  not  taken  up.  at 
the  time  that  he  was  released;  but  some  time  afterwards;  and  1  expect 
Samuel  Banting's  bond  was  given  in  its  stead. 
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Q.  Did  you  gWc,  cr  offer  to  the  asylum,  your  bond,  after  your  »p- 
p  ointment? 

A.  I  was  not  asked  Tor  it:  if  It  had  becD  necessary,  I  suppose  I  shouU; 
but  I  did  noL 

Q.  Was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  agent  to  see  that  such  bond  is  pm 
and  expenses  paid,  without  their  being  demanded  of  him? 

A.  Not  knowing  but  very  little  about  the  asylum,  !  can't  lay  whltll* 
dut]r  of  the  agent  is. 

Q.  Who  was  treasurer  of  ChestcrSeld  Monthly  Meeting,  at  the 
of  the  separation? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  tell. 

Q.  Was  not  Jediah  Middleton? 

A>  It  is  the  impression  of  my  mind,  that  he  was. 

Q.   Do  you  know  whether  there  was  a  new  roof  put  on  that  nee 
house,  a  short  time  before  the  separation? 

A.  Yes:  there  was. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  the  carpenter  work  of  putting  on  that  wrf 
was  paid  for,  at  the  lime  of  the  separation? 

A.  As  there  was  a  committee  appointed  to  attend  to  the  bosineiiit 
cannot  say  when  they  paid  the  workmen  :  whether  before  or  after. 

Q>  Do  you  know  who  was  the  carpenter  who  put  it  on? 

A.  Well,  I  did  at  the  time.     I  think  Samuel  Collier  was  the  mu. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Jediah  Middleton's.  hand-writing?  Ii 

A.  I  have  seen  his  hand-writing. — [A  paper,  purporting  to  be  uoriet 
drawn  by  Jediah  Middleton,  is  shown  the  witness.] 

Q.  Is  that  the  hand-writing  of  Jediah  Middleton? 

A.  It  appears  like  it, — I  should  say  that  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writing  of  Samuel  Collier,  or  of  Jm^ 
Hendrickson? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Is  not  that  an  order  drawn  by  Jediah  Middleton  in  faTOsrofSt- 
muel  Collier,  the  carpenter  alluded  to,  under  date  of  the  1  Uh  of  Tbinl- 
month,  18^8? 

A.  Yea — it  does  appear  to  be  so;  it  don't  say  to  who.— [A  pftpernts 
shown  the  witness.] 

The  counsel  here  rest  the  cross-examination,  and  the  testimonj  bM( 
read  over  to  the  witness,  he  adds  the  following  explanation,  vm—Tl 
my  answer,  on  a  former  page,  relative  to  the  duty  of  the  clerk,  I  wllk^ 
add,  that  as  the  clerk  is,  as  I  consider,  the  servant  of  the  meeting,^ 
he  has  made  an  essay,  as  is  the  practice  of  clerks,  it  is  always  left  to  0" 
judgment  of  the  meeting;  he  having  no  more  power,  nor  authority,  H' 
recording  the  judgment  of  the  meeting  than  any  other  individuriiv 
if  such  essay  shall  by  the  meeting  be  determined  not  to  be  their  Mi 
and  judgment,  he  will  be  bound  to  alter  it,  as  they  may  direct.  And 
my  answer  to  a  preceding  question,  I  wish  to  add,  that  I  would  not  »i 
to  he  understood,  that  I  heard  it  mentioned  in  the  meeting  that  day,  tW 
David  Clark  would  have  to  be  released. 

[.CO,.] 

And  the  said  Josiah  Gaskill  being  further  examined  in  chief,  onthi 
part  of  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  saith: 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.  Was  it  not  well  understood  by  Friendl  iti 
their  agents  and  subscribers  were  rejected  suid  denied  all  rights  in  tL 
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the  Orthodox  party,  which  had  taken  ics  affairs  inio  their 

It  was  GO  under itood. 
y  other  names  than  those  pointed  out,  had  been  inserted  or 

the  lists  of  members  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting,  to 
antage  of  the  Orthodox  party,  ii  it  not  likely  that  the  inge- 
lael,  and  his  intelligent  assistants,  Samuel  Craft  and  Uavid 
i)d  also  have  noticed  them? 
iuld  have  supposed  that  they  would. 

there  not  have  been  omissions  to  the  disadvantage  of  Friends, 
'  have  omitted  to  point  out? 
nk  it  might  have  been  the  case. 

ere  the  possibility  of  doubt  but  that  Friends  are  much  the 
.  of  those  who  formerly  constituted  that  Preparative  Meeting? 
e  is  no  shadow  of  doubt  on  my  mind,  but  what  they  ar^  ton- 
he  largest  part. 

iiave  been  asked  whether  David  Clark  was  undef  the  censure 
ling  for  any  infraction  of  discipline,  to  furnish  a' reason  for 
:ment  from  the  office  of  cleric  of  the  Monthly  Meeting:  I 
whether  James  Brown  was  ever  under  such  care,  that  he 
act  for  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting? 
er  understood  that  he  was. 

it  ever  been  asserted  that  he  had  not  served  the  meeting  to 
tion,  before  the  division? 

'er  heard  any  thing  like  it,  neither  before  nor  after, 
he  Orthodox  party  appoint  a  new  clerk  before  the  year  had 

which  he  had  been  appointed? 
t  they  done  I  know  nothing  about,  aa  they  done  no  buBtneaa 
ield  Preparative  Meeting. 

;y  had  any  clcrlt  at  the  meetings  when  they  withdrew,  must 
ve  appointed  them  before  his  time  expired? 

was  not  present  to  serve  them  as  clerk,  was  it  not  because 
arily  retired  from  the  meeting  while  he  was  acting  as  clerk? 

certainly  was  the  reason. 

he  Orthodox  Friends  who  retired  on  that  occasion,  adhere  to 
1  seem  to  be  their  principles  from  the  course  of  your  cross- 
n,  of  considering  the  clerk  as  the  final  and  infallible  judge  of 
he  sense  of  the  meeting? 
uld  say  not. 

he  clerk  of  the  Preparative  Meeting,  in  Twelftb>month,  1827, 
lonth,  1828,  when  they  went  off,  decide  it  to  be  the  judg- 

meeting,  that  the  meeting  should  adjourn  to  Mathew  For- 
lat  it  should  continue  its  business  in  the  usual  way,  where  it 

lid  say  that  he  decided  that  it  should  remain  where  U  then 
continuing  and  acting  for  the  meeting  as  clerk. 

he  decide  that  those  who  retired  were  the  weight  of  the 

id  take  their  sense  as  the  sense  of  tbemeelJDgP 

uld  think  not, 

gh  a  clerk  is  usually  appointed  to  serve  the  meeting  for  a 
were  to  die,  remove  away,  resign,  separate  himself  from 

;,  or  refuse  to  serve  the  meeting  that  he  was  appointed  to 
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aerve,  would  it  not  be  the  right  of  the  meeting;  to  appoiiil  n 
Friend  in  his  stead? 
A.  I  certainl]-  do  think  that  the  meeting  would  have  a  right  to  do  i 
Q.  Do  not  the  minutes  appointing  clerks,  usually  express  that  tl 
are  appointed  "  to  serve  the  meelingP" 

A.  According  to  my  recollection,  that  is  the  usual  expression  in  fl 
minute  of  their  appointment. 

Q.  Is  that  ihe  language  used  in  the  minute  of  the  meeting  appoiotol 
David  Clark  to  serve  the  Monthly  Meeting  in  Fifth-month,  1827.' 

A.  That  is  the  language  expressed  in  that  minute,  [referring  lunu 
to  the  minutes  eihiWtedT] 

Q.  You  were  asked  in  your  cross-examination  if  you  ever  beforeka 
an  instance  of  a  meeting  appointing  a  clerk  in  the  presence  of  anud 
clerk  at  the  table,  and  thus  supplanting  him,  without  any  preriuuQ 
being  extended  to  him;  I  wonld  ask  whether  you  ever  knew,befated 
instance  then  referred  to,  of  a  clerk's  refusing  to  act  for  the  n 
recording  its  prevailing  sense? 

A.  I  never  did  know  an  instance  before. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  before  know  of  an  instance  in  which  a  clerlt  v 
took  to  adjourn  the  meeting  while  it  was  engaged  in  the  discussion  0 
subject  that  was  still  undecided  upon,  and  without  any  propositioo  (■ 
adjournment? 

A.  I  never  did;  nor  I  never  knew  a  clerk  to  make  an  essay  of  adjourr 
ing  minute  without  being  requested  to  do  so  before. 

Q,  Had  not  Friends,  in  the  Monthly  Meeting  at  least,  as  much  rl^ 
to  remove  David  Clark  from  the  clerkship,  for  refusing  to  take  the  M 
of  the  meeting,  as  Uie  Orthodox  party  in  the  Preparative  Meeting,! 
appoint  another  person  in  the  place  of  James  Brown,  because  itt& 
serve  the  meeting? 

A.  I  think  that  it  was  suflicicnt  reason  to  displace  David  Clarlifn^ 
his  clerkship,  after  refusing  to  take  the  prevailing  sense  of  the  n 
Q.  Were  there  as  many  elderly  and  consistent  members  of  C 
field  Preparative  Meeting,  who  continued  in  the  house,  and  to  support 
the  meeting,  as  there  were  who  went  off  to  hold  the  meeting  elaewlm 
A.  Yes,  I  should  say  at  least  one-third  more—between  one  quuVt 
and  one- third  more. 

Q.  I  think  you  were  asked,  on  your  cross-examinqtion,  vhelherol 
Quarterly  or  Monthly  Meeting  could  review  and  affirm,  or  aannl  ll 
proceedings  of  another, — if  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Chesterfield  la 
refused  to  grant  the  certificate  requested  to  Green  street  MoBlk^ 
Meeting,  would  not  that  have  been  to  sanction  and  afTirm  the  sctofAc 
Quarter  undertaking  to  lay  it  down,  without  treating  with  it,  orobB" 
ing  its  own  consent! 

A.  I  should  think  it  would. 

Q.  Though  called  here  to  prove  a  few  local  facts  within  fottrtf 
knowledge,  you  have  been  cross-examined  to  numerous  abstract  pok 
of  discipline  and  usage;  though  you  do  not  profess  to  be  skilled  in  M 
discipliue,  I  would  address  one  question  to  your  common  sensoJi* 
small  party  in  the  society,  with  subservient  clerks,  were  to  assune  H 
rule  by  an  arbitrary  power,  in  violalion  of  the  spirit  and  fundameaw 
principles  of  the  discipline,  would  the  meetings  or  individuals  of  lU 
great  body  of  the  society  be  bound  to  sanction  such  proceeding*)  *»* 
hold  discipline,  in  its  minor  points,  with  such  parlyF 
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L.  If  I  understand  the  questiont  I  should  not  suppose  they  would. 

^nd  being  further  cross-esaminedy  on  the  part  of  Joseph  HendrickaoDi 
saith : 

Question  by  Mr.  Sloan,  Is  there  anything  in  the  discipline, prescrilv 
;  how  or  when  clerks  of  Preparative  Meetings  shall  be  appointed? 
K»  Well,  as  to  that  I  cannot  say. 

[^.  As  you  have  the  discipline  before  you,  will  you  refer  to  it  and  say^ 
lether  its  provisions  relative  to  the  appointment  of  clerk^  do  not  rtr 
e  only  to  clerks  of  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meetings?  *  \ 

A.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  discipline  enjoins  it  upon  the  Prepva- 
re  Meetings  every  year;  but  it  is  the  practice,  as  far  as  I  am  acquaint* 
.  with  Preparative  Meetings'— they  do  generally  appoint  their  clerks 
loat  once  a  year. 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  said  in  it,  asto  how  ovwhen  they  ahall  be  appoint- 
l? 

A.  I  don't  discover  any  thing. 

Q.  Had  not  James  Brown,  who  had  been  clerk  of  that  Preparative 
leetibg,  (or  some  time  before  the  separation,)  withheld  the  answers  to 
ic  queries  in  Eleventh-month,  1827? 

A.  If  I  remember  right,  the  answers  to  the  queries  were  delivered  to 
e  clerk  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Chesterfield,  in  Eleventh-month. 
Q.  To  what  clerk? 

A.  To  the  clerk  of  the  Monthly  Meeting;  Jediah  Middleton,  I  be- 
!ve. 

Q.  Did  he  return  any  answers  to  the  queries,  to  David  Clark? 
A.  I^lon't  expect  he  did. 

Q.  At  the  period  spoken  of  by  you,  when  a  portion  of  the  meeting 
thdrew,  did  he  not  decline  or  refuse  to  answer  the  Quarterly  and  Month- 
Meeting's  committees,  when  they  asked  him,  whether  he  wu  acting 
clerk  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  as  subordinate  to  Burling- 
l  Quarter,  a  branch  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  in  Arch 
eet,  Philadelphia,  on  the  third  Second-day  of  Fourth-month  annually? 
K»  I  think  he  did  not.  If  my  memory  serves  me  right,  when  the 
estion  was  asked,  but  not  exactly  as  the  counsel  has  stated  it,  he 
>lied  that  he  considered  himself  acting  for  Chesterfield  Preparative 
ieting;  and  I  think,  mentioned  about  its  being  subordinate  to  Chester- 
id  Monthly  Meeting;  his  exact  words  I  don't  recollect. 
^.  Did  he  not  decline  answering  what  Yearly  Meeting  it  was  held 
bordinate  to? 

^  I  cannot  say,  as  I  don't  recollect;  nor  I  don't  know  that  I  heard, 
tinctly,  all  that  he  said. 

).  Was  not  that  assigned  as  the  cause  for  the  withdrawal  of  those 
o  did  withdraw,  or  did  they  not  substantially  declare  that  they  could 
ognise  no  meeting,  as  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting,  that  was  not 
such  subordination,  or  something  to  that  effect;  without  splitting 
irs  between  you  and  myself,  as  to  whether  I  use  the  precise  words  of 
i  persons  then  present  or  not? 

\.  If  my  memory  serves  me,  all  that  was  said  after  the  question  was 
Led  by  Samuel  Craft,  and  answered  by  James  Brown,  was  that  they 
lid  not  countenance  such  conduct,  and  withdrew :  or  it  is  all  I  can  re- 
lect. 
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'      Q.  Had  not  JameB  Bro^fn  taken  an  act'ire  part  in  the  proceedings  oT 
Tenth-monlb,  preceding? 

A.  No  more  than  usual,  thai  1  recollect. 

Q.  As  I  don't  know  how  active  a  part  it  was  usual  for  Jamu  Bra 
to  lake,  you  will  please  to  answer  my  question,  whether  he  did  Of  I 
take  an  active  part? 

A.  I  have  DO  recollection  of  what  he  said,  or  done,  in  that  MoBtM 
Meeting. 

CJ.  Was  he  not  one  of  those  who  went  as  a  messenger  into  the  we* 
men's  meeting,  to  request  of  thcni  to  appoint  representative*  to  lit 
Yearly  Meeting  of  Tenth-month? 

A.  Jt  might  have  been  the  case. 

Q.  If  a  clerk  of  a  Preparative  Meeting,  who  is  appointed  forDOlpe> 
ciiic  lime,  and  for  whose  appointment  no  provision  is  made  in  the  diKi>. 
pline,  be  guilty  of  infractions  of  the  discipline,  would  not  the  Prcpitt^ 
tive  Meeting  be  justified  in  removing  him,  and  supplying  his  place  bjTl 
more  consistent  Friend? 

A.  1  think  ihey  would. 

Q.  What  description  of  persons  are  to  be  appointed  orerMenodtf 
your  discipline? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  the  words  of  the  discipline.  [The  diadpHiM^b' 
liibit  13,  is  handed  the  witness.] 

Q.  1  would  refer  the  witness  then  to  his  common  S€n*e  to  sariWlutUli 
of  persons  that  would  teach  him  should  be  overseers? 

A.  L  think  that  they  ought  to  be  judicious  Friends. 

Q.  How  many  overseers  had  that  meeting  at  the  time  of  the  tepu 
t^on? 

A.  My  recollection  does  not  serve  me  to  say  how  many  thejr  wert 

Q.  Were  not  Joseph  Hendrickson,  Samuel  Bunting,  George  Tbod, 
and  Samuel  Middleton,  the  overseers  at  that  time? 

A.  i  think  its  likely  they  were;  appointed  just  before  the  GepanliM> 

Q,  How  many  of  them  are  now  among  those  whom  you  call  Frioil' 

A.  There  is  but  one. 

<J.  Are  you  satisfied,  that  either  the  ingenuiiy  of  counsel  or  thetsli* 
gtnct  of  his  assistants  has  pointed  out  to  you  all  the  names  of  meinte* 
of  that  meeting,  which  have  been  omitted  on  thai  list  exhibited  bj  W 

A.  As  to  what  ihey  have  done,  as  1  said  before,  1  did  suppose  ilUd 
had  been  any  other  error,  they  would  have  spoken  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  know  one  Phebe  Williams? 

A.  No,T  never  was  acquainted  with  her;  I  have  seen  her. 

Q.  Is  she  a  member  of  that  meeting? 

A.  That  I  can't  say.  She  used  to  live  in  Burlington j  andTrentaV^ 
my  memory  serves  me,  from  what  I  have  understood. 

Q.  ted  not  she  remove  to  Groveville,  within  two  miles  of  the  meelll 
house,  and  become  a  member  of  that  meeting? 

A.  I  never  saw  her  then  at  Groveville.    I  cannot  say  that  she  did- 

Q.  Have  either  Sarah  Slillwell,  Susan  Rogers,  or  Thomaaon  Hownf 
attended  your  meeting  as  members,  since  the  separation? 

A.  As  to  ihe  two  first  I  am  not  acquainted  with}  1  don't 
Thomason  Howard  and  her  family  has  attended. 

Q.  In  making  out  that  list,  have  not  all  who  have  not  openly  decltfrf 
themselves  to  be  of  what  you  call  the  Orthodox  party,  been  put  dowm" 
your  side  of  the  question? 

A.  t  do  expect  that  all  those  that  attended  our  meeiing  wat  pB' 
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>tir  aide,  or  put  down  with  Friends,  and  those  that  attended  with  the 

hodox,  were  put  down  as  Orthodox. 

[.  Have  i/ou  none  on  that  list  but  those  who  attended  your  meetings 

Blarlf,  in  ihc  usual  order  of  the  society? 

L.  There  is  some  that  do  not  attend  our  meetings  regular,  I  believe} 

there  is  none  down  there  that  I  am  acquainted  with,  th^it  I  have 

iced)  but  what  have  attended  it,  and  do  attend  it,  when  they  attend 

[.  When  was  it  that  you  understood  that  youj 

he  asylum,  and  deprived  of  their  privileges — 

r  appointment^ 

t.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  it  was  before. 

I,  How  came  you  to  be  appointed  then? 

L.  Il  was  the  opinion  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  that  there  should  be 

appointed,  to  have  the  charge  when  it  was  necessary. 
l-  If  it  was  necessary  to  make  such  appointment,  and  you  were  the 
resentative  of  ChesterGeld  Monthly  Meeting,  was  it  not  your  duly  to 
kean  effort  to  perform  the  services  required  of  you,  in  attending  to 

helpless  being  who  was  in  the  asylum,  and  dependant  on  that  meet- 

for  sustenance  atid  protection? 

L  As  1  stated  once  before,  that  I  was  not  acquainted  with  the  rules 
Lhat  asylum,  and  if  there  had  been  any  occasion,  1  might  have  been 
led  upon — but  what  their  rules  are,  1  don't  know. 
}.  Was  that  practice  generally  adopted  by  your  meeting  towards 
en,  which  appears  to  have  prevailed,  in  respect  to  yourself — the  ap- 
.ntment  of  persons  to  fill  responsible  stations  in  the  society,  under  the 
tling,  who  had  no  knowledge,  or  a  very  imperfect  one,  as  you  have 
eatedly  declared  in  this  examination,  either  of  the  discipline,  or  of 

duties  of  the  office  to  which  you  were  appointed;  and  were  left  to  the 
tates  of  Iheir  own  common  sense,  to  point  out  to  them  what  was  right, 

I  what  was  wrong  in  their  proceedings? 

i.  As  to  this  appointment,  it  was  on  a  concern  that  I  had  never  con- 
ned myself  about.  As  to  the  concerns  of  the  society,  in  other  respects, 
■  different. 

\.  Before  David  Clark  made  the  minute  of  adjournment  in  Ninth- 
■th,  1627,  did  not  Samuel  Craft  propose  an  adjournment;  and  was 
lat  united  in  by  others  in  the  meeting ! 

t.  If  Samuel  Craft  proposed  an  adjournment,  I  did  not  hear  it— he 
very  near  David  Clark;  but  as  lo  its  being  united  with  by  the  meet- 

I I  have  no  recollection  of  any  thing  of  the  kind. 
The  counsel  rest  the  further  cross-examination. 

ind  the  said  Josiah  Gaskill  being  again  further  examined  in  chief, 
h: 

>BUlion  by  Mr.  Price.  You  have  stated,  I  think,  that  ihe  clerk  of  a 
pu-ative  Meeting  was  usually  appointed  once  a  year,  as  well  as  cUrks 
Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meetings;  does  the  discipline  in  the  follow 
provision,  to  which  you  were  referred  by  the  opposite  counsel,  say 
,  or  in  any  manner  regulate  the  appointment  of  clerks  of  Monthly 
Quarterly  Meetings,  any  further  than  to  recommend  an  annual 
nge,  lhat  it  may  afford  opportunity  for  their  (the  clerks)  "being 
wnably  changed,  «nd  more  of  the  <|ualified  members  exercised  in 
le  services."  [Page  37  of  the  discipline.] 
'w-  II.— 10 
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Answer.   That  is  tlic  idea  of  the  discipline,  i  hclieve. 
And  further  this  affirmant  saith  not.  JosiAH  Gabkill.  j 

Affirmed  as  aforesaid,  and  subscribed  at  the  house  of  William  RMi 
way,  in  Camden,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  this  thirty-first  day  ) 
March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-one.     Before  me, 

J.  J.  FOSTBX,    J 

Matttr  and  Ezttmlmmm 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock.  ^ 

Friday  morning,  April  1st,  IS31,  at  10  o'clock.     Examinatiou  cofc 

J  tinued.     Present  as  before.  i 

^"J-^unA      James  Bhown,  a  witness  produced  on  the  part  of  the  complainant  m4 

--  Stacy  Decow,  alleging  himself  to  be  conscientiously  scrupulous  of  takiqg| 

an  oath,  and  being  duly  affirmed  according  to  law,  on  hia  solemn  iSk 

mation  dcclareth  and  saith:  f 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.  Please  to  state  your  age? 

Answer.  I  am  in  my  fifty-eighth  year.  ' 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  a  portion  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meetil|' 
ceased  to  act  in  harmony  with  the  body,  and  separated? 

A.  Yes,  I  was. 

Q.  Did  it  appear  to  you  that  the  clerk  was  unwilling  to  be  the  initrH 
mcnt  of  recording  the  sense  of  the  meetine  ? 

A.  It  did  appear  to  mc  that  he  was  unwilling  to  do  so. 

Q.  Did  it  appear  to  be  the  prevailing  sense  of  the  Monthly  MeeU^; 

of  Ninth-month,  1827,  that  Jediah  Middleton  should  act  for  it  in  di 

<  capacity  of  clerk?  j 

A.  It  was  the  sense  of  that  meeting,  according  to  my  appretMD»4| 
that  he  should.     I  mean  the  prevailing  sense.  *( 

Q.  Did  the  meeting  at  that  time  request  the  former  clerk  to  ntkai 
minute  of  adjournmentj  or  concur  in  it,  when  he  did  make  one  ^ 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  From  your  knowledge  of  the  members  of  that  Monthly  Mcetil|(i 
can  you  say  that  it  continues  to  be  sustained  by  considerably  the 
number  of  its  then  members? 

A.  That  is  the  case.  The  larger  number  continue  to  hold  that 
ly  Meeting  in  the  regular  order  of  society. 

Q.  And  at  the  regular  times  and  place! 

A.  Yes. 

Q.   Did  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  agree  in  Twelflh^wmd 
k  1837,  or  First-month,  1828,  to  adjourn  its  silting  to  Mathew  FonylWf 

■  A.  No,  it  did  not. 

H  Q.  Was  it  either  the  judgment  of  the  clerk,  or  of  the  meeting,  thilit 

■  should  so  adjourn  its  sitting? 
r  A.  It  was  not. 
I  Q.  Was  there  any  proposition  for  such  adjournment  submitted  nil* 

consideration  of  the  meeting,  in  the  usual  order  of  the  society! 

A,  I  believe  there  was  not. 

Q.  Was  it  declared  by  ihem  that  the  Preparative  Meeting  wu  I* 
joumed  to  Malhcw  Forsyth's,  or  did  they  merely  retire  to  that  pUa? 

A.  1  believe  there  was  no  mention  made  about  any  adjourninentt'' 
any  place  to  retire  to. 

Q.  Of  course  there  was  no  minute  of  adjournment  made? 
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A,  There  was  not,  1  think;  if  there  was  any  place  mentioned  to  retire 
Of  I  have  no  recollection  of  it,  at  present. 

Q.  Did  they,  by  appointing  a  clerk,  or  in  any  other  way,  organize 

themselves  as  a  Preparative  Meeting,  before  they  adjourned? 

A.  No.  they  did  not,  I  think.  , 

Q.   Had  there  any  disorderly  proceedings  taken  place  in  that  Prepa- 

rttive  Meeting,  or  was  it  alleged  that  any  obnoxious  person  was  present 

'0  drive  them  ofT? 

A.  I  don't  knoiv  that  I  can  recollect  exactly  what  was  said  at  that 
time  by  them;  but  1  think  there  wasnoperaon  there  that  they  particularly 
objected  to,  except  myself,  as  clerk  of  that  meeting.     They  inquired 
'  either  of  the  meeting,  or  of  me  particularly,  I  am  not  sure  which,  whe-  I 
i  Uier  I  was  the  regular  clerk  of  that  meeting:  I  think  I  informed  the   ' 
meeting  that  I  had  been  regularly  appointed  as  cicrkj  and  considered   " 
tnyieir  then  acting  for  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting.     They  how- 
ever did  not  appear  to  be  satisfied  with  that  answer,  and  made  some 
other  objections,  I  don't  recollect  exactly  the  words;  but  finding  that  it 
,Wfts  the  general  sense  of  that  meeting,  that  I  should  act  in  the  capacity 
of  clerkf  they  left  the  meeting  without  making  any  adjournment,  or  mi- 
nute. 

.    Q.   Had  not  you  been  appointed  the  regular  clerk? 
A.  Yes,  I  had  been  appointed  the  regular  clerk. 
Q.  WhenP 

A.  I  was  first  appointed  clerk  of  that  meeting,  1  think,  in  the  year  1808, 
I  continued,  perhaps,  without  a  reappointment,  but  as  to  that  I  am  not 
certain,  until  the  year  1S13.  1  then  moved  from  that  meeting  to  Burling- 
ton: and  when  I  returned  and  became  a  member  of  that  meeting  again 
in  1S15,  when  1  moved  back  to  it;  and  in  1837  I  was  again  appointed 
clerk,  and  reappointed  in  1828,  and  continued  clerk  until  1  was  tuc- 
weded  by  Josiah  Gaskill  in  1BS9. 

Q.  You  have  not  answered  whether 'any  disorderly  proceedings  had 
taken  place  in  that  meeting? 

A.  I  know  of  no  disorderly  proceedings,  only  by  those  who  styled 
tttmselves  Orthodox  leaving  the  meeting,  as  I  apprehend,  in  a  disor- 
derly way, 

Q.  After  they  went  away,  did  not  the  meeting  continue  its  business 
in  the  usual  order  of  the  socictyi' 
I      A.  Yes,  I  think  so. 

Q.  Has  it  continued  to  do  so  ever  since,  and  at  the  usual  place  and 
,   lines? 
I       A.  It  has. 

I       Q.  Is  it  usual  to  appoint  the  clerk  of  a  Preparative  Meeting  for  at 
'   least  the  period  of  a  year? 

A.  It  has  been  usual  of  latter  years,  in  that  meeting,  to  appoint  a  clerk 
'  Annually. 

Q.  Has  the  Preparative  Meeting  for  which  you  were  clerk,  in  1827, 
.  'ver  since  continued  to  appoint  trustees  of  the  school  fund,  as  it  bad 
Usually  done  before?  f 

A.  They  have  continued  to  do  so. 
;       Q.  Have  those  trustees  continued  to  diEcharge  their  duties  as  for- 
"  •tterly? 

A.  1  believe  they  have,  for  any  thing  that  I  know;  I  have  never  heard 
"o  complaints  against  them. 
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Q.  Has  it  been  usual  for  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  to  managt 
and  control  that  school  fund,  without  the  interference  or  control  of  aof 
other  meeting? 

A-  Yes,  they  have  never  thought  it  their  duly  to  apply  for  directLoi| 
to  any  other  meeting,  excepting  one  or  two  cases ;  there  was  a  mimiB 
sent  up  to  the  Monthly  Meeting,  with  respect  to  a  divition,  perhaps,  cf 
the  fund,  with  one  or  two  of  the  other  Preparative  Meetings.  Tbi 
Monthly  Meeting  in  them  cases,  I  think,  decided  that  ihey  had  no  power 
to  make  any  division. 

Q.  Waa  Stacy  Decow  duly  appointed  successor  to  Joseph  Hendricb 
son,  as  treasurer  of  the  school  fund? 

A.  Stacy  Decow  was  appointed  treasurer  of  the  school  fund  bylht 
Preparative  Meeting,  in  First-month,  1828,  I  think. 

Q.  When  representatives  are  appointed  in  the  Quarterly  McetlliptB 
the  Yearly  Meeting,  are  they  usually  appointed  out  of  the  reipeetin 
Monthly  Meetings? 

A.  I  believe  that  is  the  usual  practice. 

Q,  In  fact,  then,  every  Monthly  Meeting  is  represented  in  the  Yeiilf 
Meeting  by  its  own  members? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  that  to  have  been  the  design  of  the  disciplinej  ti 
near  as  circumstances  would  allow, 

Q.  Is  the  principal  object  of  appointing  representatives,  in  order  V 
secure  the  certain  attendance  of  some  of  the  members  of  each  Monthlf 
or  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  the  transmission  to  the  superior  meeiings* 
the  necessary  minutes  and  papers? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  that  to  be  the  principal  object  of  the  society. 

Q.  Whether  appointed  a  representative  or  not,  has  not  every  niei 
an  equal  right  lo  attend  the  superior  meetings,  and  take  i»rtln  tbeir 
proceedings? 

A.  We  have  no  prohibition  to  any  of  our  members  attending  the  g» 
neral  Quarterly  and  Yearly  Meetings. 

Q.  When  there,  is  it  not  usual  for  them  to  take  part  in  (he  pit 
ings  of  the  meeting? 

A.  It  is  so. 

Q,  Are  the  following  the  provisions  of  the  discipline,  in  respecta 
the  appointment  of  representatives,  viz:  "  It  is  agreed  that  a  suiUblt 
number  of  men  and  women  he  appointed  in  each  Monthly  McetiBg,n 
attend  the  sirvice  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  with  such  reports  in  writ" 
ing,  signed  l>y  their  clerks,  as  may  be  given  ihem  in  charge:  allOi  lint 
at  least  four  of  each  sex  be  appointed  in  each  Quarterly  Meeting,  to* 
tend  the  Yearly  Meeting.  And  it  is  earnestly  advised  and  desitned, tbt 
all  Friends  who  submit  to  these,  or  any  other  services  of  society, nif 
be  punctual  in  their  attendance  thereon;  or  if  prevented  by  sickne>i|V 
any  other  unavoidable  occurrence,  that  they  be  careful  to  send  infom* 
tion  thereof;  also,  that  those  who  are  under  appointments  to  racelitipp 
do  not  withdraw  therefrom  before  the  conclusion,  without  obtaininB'l* 
meeting's  consent?" — [Read  from  pages  33-4,  of  Discip.  Exh.  No.  u] 

A.  Yes;  they  are  so.    ^ 

Q.  Though  it  is  agreed  in  that  discipline,  that  representativt)  In 
sent  as  therein  mentioned,  is  there  any  positive  prohibition  ipi^ 
Monthly  Meetings  sending  representatives  to  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  there  is  any  prohibition  pointed  out  bytb 
discipline  to  that  effect. 
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Q.  Are  you  generally  acquainted  with  the  members,  or  with  those 
who  were  members  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  in  First-month, . 
1628 :  and  if  so,  will  you  furnish  as  correct  a  liftt  of  those  members  as 
your  information  will  afford  of  each  party? 

A.  I  am  generally  acquainted  with  the  members  of  that  Preparative 
Meeting,  and  I  have  a  list  of  the  members  of  both  parties,  which  I  ap- 
prehend is  nearly,  or  quite  correct;  made  out  for  the  time  of  the  sepa- 
ration. I  am  personally  acquainted,  or  was  personally  acquainted,  I 
think,  with  all  these  persons,  except  two;  they  two,  I  believe  to  have 
been  members  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  at  that  time. 

The  list  produced  by  the  witness,  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part 
of  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  Elxhibit  N  % 

Q.  Were  the  sides  taken  by  those  who  were  members  of  Chesterfield 
Preparative  Meeting  in  First-month,  1828,  matters  of  general  notoriety 
from  their  attendance  at  the  different  meetings,  or  otherwise?     - 

A.  It  was  a  matter  of  fact,  that  'they  were  so* 

Q.  Was  the  insertion  of  the  names  of  William  Careslake  and  wife, 
and  a  few  others,  in  the  former  list,  [D  2,]  owing  to  its  having  been  made 
out  for  a  recent  period*  instead  of  that  of  the  separation? 

A.  That  was  the  case. 

Q.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  that  the  name  of  Sarah  Chapman 
was  on  the  list  originally  made,  and  that  it  was  omitted  by  mistake  in 
transcription? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  but  what  it  was  a  mistake  of  that  kind;  and  not 
any  intention  in  those  who  made  it  out. 

Q.^  Have  you  any  information  about  the  list  of  original  subscribers  to 
the  school  fund  and  their  descendants,  to  enable  you  to  speak  as  to  the 
correctness  of  the  list  exhibited?  [K  2.] 

A.  I  believe  this  list  to  be  nearly,  or  quite  correct. 

And  being  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrickson,  he 
further  saith,  viz: 

*  Question  by  Mr.  Sloan.  How  did  it  appear  that  the  clerk  was  unwill- 
ing to  record  the  sense  of  the  meeting  at  the  meeting  spoken  of  by  you 
in  Ninth-month,  1827? 

A.  It  appeared  to  me  that  he  was  unwilling,  because  it  was  the  gene- 
ral Yoice  of  the  meeting  that  he  should  do  so,  in  the  case  of  a  certificate 
applied  for  to  Green  street,  and  he  did  not  do  it. 

Q.  Were  there  not  those  present  who  objected  to  the  granting  of  that 
certificate? 

A.  There  were  objections  made  to  granting  the  certificate,  by  a  few 
individuals;  but  as  I  have  said,  the  general  voice  of  the  meeting  was  in 
favour  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  count  the  voices /br  and  against  it? 

A.  I  did  not  count  the  voices;  and  there  was  no  occasion  for  that:  it 
was  very  evident  that  it  was  the  general  voice  of  the  meeting  that  a  cer- 
tificate should  be  granted,  without  going  to  that  trouble. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  adopted  the  principle  of  deciding  questions  in  your 
meetings  for  discipline,  by  an  enumeration  of  the  members /or  or  against 
a  measure? 

A.  It  never  has  been  a  practice  in  transacting  business  in  our  society 
to  decide  against  majorities. 

Q.  I  did  not  ask  for  a  negative:  I  asked  for  an  affirmative  answer. 
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whether  it  had  or  had  not  adopted  the  principle  of  deciding  question 
bf  an  enumeration  of  the  nlembersy  for  or  against  a  measure? 

A.  I  have  always  apprehended,  since  I  have  had  any  knowledge  fli 
transacting  business  of  our  society,  that  where  the  general  sense  of  tk 
members  present,  for  or  against  any  measurCi  that  that  was  to  be  tk 
decision. 

Q.  Who  is  to  collect  that  sense? 

A.  Where  there  is  a  clerk  to  minute  down  matters  that  come  Wfat 
a  meeting,  I  believe  it  to  be  his  duty  to  Xake  what  he  apprehends  to  be 
the  sense,  on  a  minute,  and  when  that  is  read,  if  the  generaUtf  of  the 
members  present  should  think  that  it  is  not  the  general  sense,  it  is  tiie 
clerk's  duty  to  alter  it  and  make  it  so. 

Q.  Of  those  who  were  in  favour  of  granting  that  certificate,  were  tixfe 
not  some  who  had  not  been  in  the  habit  of  taking  any  part  in  yomtmttir 
ings  for  discipline  ?  i 

A.  I  can't  say  but  there  were:  it  is  very  possible  that  there  migk  j 
have  been  some  that  gave  their  voices  in  that  case,  that  don't  alwayii  I 
in  every  case:  but  I  dd  not  think  that  there  were  any  spoke  to  thatcsH^  I 
but  what  have  frequently  spoken  on  other  matters. 

Q.  Was  it  not  publicly  stated  in  that  meeting,  that  Green  street 
Monthly  Meeting  had  been  laid  down  by  its  Quarter,  and  that  tint 
Monthly  Meeting  therefore,  did  not  exist,  and  that  no  certificate  colli 
regularly  be  directed  to  it  ? 

A«  I  believe  it  was  stated  in  that  meeting  by  one  individval  perhipii 
I  don't  know  whether  by  more,  that  that  was  the  case-— but  there  wen 
other  members  in  that  meeting,  who,  I  apprehend,  knew  the  stale  d 
Green  street  Monthly  Meeting,  as  well  as  those  who  made  objectisM 
to  granting  the  certificate.  And  it  appeared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  gea^ 
rality  of  the  meeting,  that  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting  had  not  been 
laid  down  in  the  regular  order  of  society,  therefore  Chesterfield  Monthly 
Meeting  was  at  liberty  to  send  a  certificate  to  it, 

Q.  Was  the  fact  that  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting  had  been  laid 
down  by  Philadelphia  Quarter,  questioned  or  denied,  or  was  the  onlj 
matter  in  controversy,  as  to  whether  it  had  been  laid  down  in  the  rtgular 
order  of  society  P 

A.  I  believe  it  was  not  disputed,  but  what  it  had  been  laid  down  in  the 
order,  that  some  undertook  to  state  in  our  meeting;  but  inasmuch  as  the 
meeting  considered  it  not  laid  down  in  the  order  pointed  out  by  the  dis- 
cipline, that  it  could  not  be  legally  laid  down,  and  therefore  was  in  ex- 
istence as  it  had  been  theretofore. 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  a  violation  of  discipline  to  grant  a  certificate  to  a 
meeting  which  had  been  laid  down  in  the  order  of  society? 

A.  I  apprehend  it  would. 

Q.  Does  your  discipline  prescribe  the  mode  of  redress  for  an  inferior 
meeting,  which  conceives  itself  aggrieved  by  the  decision  of  its  superiorf 
by  giving  it  the  right  of  an  appeal? 

A.  I  am  not  certain  whether  the  discipline  points  out  any  mode  of 
procedure  in  that  respect. 

[noon.] 

Q.  Has  it  not  been  understood,  that  the  right  of  appeal  exists  with 
respect  to  meetings  as  well  as  to  individuals;  and  has  not  that  been  the 
usage  of  the  society? 
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A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  instance  wherein  it  has  been  necessary  for  a 
Monthly  Meeting  to  appeal.  A  Monthly  Meeting,  in  certain  cases,  may 
ask  advice  or  assistance  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  of  which  it  is  a  con- 
stituent branch. 

Q.  When  you  say  that  the  clerk  was  unwilling  to  record  the  sense  of 
the  meeting,  do  you  mean  to  say  that  he  was  unwilling  to  record  the 
sense  of  the  meeting,  as  you  apprehended  it  to  be? 

A.  Yes,  as  I  apprehended  it  to  be. 

Q.  Did  not  some  person  propose  an  adjournment  of  the  meeting  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  tell  exactly  what  passed  at  that  time;  but 
I  do  not  recollect  that  there  was  any  regular  proposition  made  for  an 
adjournment. 

Q.  Before  Jediah  Middleton  took  his  seat  at  the  table,  had  a  minute 
of  adjournment  been  made  and  read  by  David  Clark,  the  acting  clerk? 

A.  I  rather  think  there  was  something  read  to  that  efiect,  somewhere 
about  that  time« 

Q.  When  you  say  that  it  was  the  sense  of  the  meeting  that  Jediah 
Middleton  should  act  as  clerk,  do  you  mean  the  whole  meetings  or  that 
portion  of  it  who  remained  to  prepare  the  certificate? 

A.  I  mean  that  portion  of  it  that  remained  for  that  purpose,  and  for 
other  purposes  of  the  Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Was  it  against  the  sense  of  those  who  withdrew  in  pursuance  of 
that  minute  ? 

A.  The  object  of  those  who  withdrew,  I  can't  positively  point  out ; 
hut  suppose  it  was,  that  they  did  not  think  it  proper  that  that  certificate 
spoken  of  should  be  prepared  and  sent  to  Green  street. 

Q.  For  what  other  purposes  did  yon  remain? 

A.  We  remained  in  general  to  maintain  the  order,  and  transact  the 
regular  business,  as  far  as  it  was  in  our  power  so  to  do,  of  Chesterfield 
Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.  What  business  did  you  do  to  maintain  the  order  and  discipline  of 
the  society,  besides  grs^nting  that  certificate? 

A.  Perhaps  my  memory  will  not  serve  me  to  state  all  the  business 
that  was  done  at  that  time ;  but  I  think  there  was  a  committee  appointed 
to  name  some  person  to  act  as  derk,  and  one  to  assist  him. 

Q.  Was  any  other  business  done  but  the  appointment  of  the  commit- 
tee to  prepare  that  certificate,  and  the  one  to  bring  forward  a  name  for 
clerk,  and  the  proposition  that  was  made  to  appoint  representatives  to 
the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  was  to  be  held  in  Green  street  the  next 
month  ? 

A.  As  the  minutes  of  that  meeting  are  here,  they  can  speak  for  them- 
selves better  than  I  can,  as  to  the  business  that  was  transacted.  It  would 
be  better  than  my  memory. 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  discipline,  authorizing  a  Monthly  Meet- 
ing to  appoint  representatives  to  a  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  the  present  discipline  contains  any  provisions 
for  that  to  be  done ;  but  under  the  existing  state  of  society  at  that  time, 
it  appeared  to  that  meeting  best  so  to  do.  And  I  can  produce  copies,  I 
believe,  of  minutes  from  other  meetings  wherein  that  has  been  done  some 
years  past. 

Q.  How  many  years  past? 

A.  In  the  early  stage  of  society,  perhaps  in  the  year  1684,  or  some- 
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where  thereabouts;  wherein  it  was  recommended  by  the  YorljrMceii^  1 
for  Monthly  Meetings  to  do  so. 

Q.  Will  you  produce  those  copies  ? 

A.  Here  is  the  paper.     [Producing  to  the  counsel  a  papx 

Q.  1b  this  the  copy  alluded  to  by  you? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  this  copy  made  by  you? 

A-  It  was  examined  by  me,  and  compared  with  the  record. 

Q,    By  whom  was  it  made? 

Al  I  do  not  apprehend  that  is  necessary.  . 

Q,  By  whom  was  it  made  I 

A.  George  Burr  I  believe  made  the  copy. 

Q,  Is  it  the  same  George  Burr  who  was  examined  as  a  wltneuhl 
a  day  or  two  since? 

A.  Yes;  the  same. 

Q.  When  did  you  compare  it? 

A.  I  compared  it  tO'day. 

Q.  Where? 

A.  Not  far  from  this  place. 

Q.  Are  the  records  of  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting  here? 

A.  I  believe  they  are. 

Q.  It  is  taken  from  them,  is  it  not  ? 


were  Ihey  when  you  compared  ii^ 


Q.   In  whose  poa 

A.  Gabriel  Middleton's 

Q.  Are  they  still  here? 

A.  I  think  I  have  answered  that  question:  they  are. 

Q.  in  whose  possession  are  they  now? 

A.  They  are  in  the  care  of  Gabriel  Middleton. 

Q.  I  asked  whose  possession  they  were  in? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  answer  that  question  better  than  I  ha»f- 

Q.  Is  that  the  book  which  I  now  perceive  in  the  possession  of  George 
Burr,  and  from  which  he  is  making  extracts? 

A.  No,  this  is  not  the  book;  (looking  at  it.) 

Q.  Is  George  Burr  a  member  of  your  society? 

A.  I  cannot  say  whether  he  is  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  what  time  the  Yearly  Meeting  was  establisfacl? 

A.  I  believe  I  have  seen  the  records  that  slates  at  what  time  it  wu 
established;  but  I  cannot  remember  now  the  exact  lime. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  what  time  the  book  of  discipline  under*hill 
the  society  acted  at  the  time  of  the  separation,  and  by  which  they  mt 
governed,  was  adopted? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  in  1805. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  within  your  knowledge,  known,  or  have  yoatia 
heard  of,  or  seen  any  minute  of  the  appointment  of  representative!  w« 
Yearly  Meeting  by  a  Monthly  Meeting  for  the  last  century  previouiw 
the  separation? 

A.  1  do  not  know  that  I  recollect  ever  seeing  any  minute  to  thattt 
orof  that  kind;  but  under  the  existing  circumstances  of  society,  as  I H 
before,  it  appeared  to  be  right  to  do  so  at  that  ' 
done  so  by  ChestcrReld  Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  present  discipline  requiring  the  refin* 
aentatives  to  be  appointed  from  each  Monthly  Meeting? 
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<t.  I  believe  it  is  designed  by  the  discipline,  that  the  rep  resent  ^itlves 
lointed  by  inrerior  meetings  should  be  appointed  so  that  the  generality 
he  meetings  constituting  the  Yearly  Meeting  may  be  represented,  as 
ch  as  might  be, 

I  I  asked  you  whether  the  discipline  required  any  such  thing;  not 
It  your  belief  of  fhe  equitable  construction  of  it  was. 
u  From  the  common  practice  of  sending  representatives,  it  would 
be  possible  in  every  instance  for  every  Monthly  Meeting  to  be  repre- 
ted;  otherwise,  it  would  swell  the  number  mvore  than  would  be  thought 
essary. 

'he  question  is  again  read  to  the  witness >--he  answers  further:  I 
eve  there  is  not  any  such  requisition. 

t.  Must  not  all  business  carried  from  a  Monthly  to  a  Yearly  Meeting, 
I  pass  through  the  intermediate  branch,  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of 
ch  it  is  a  member,  in  the  regular  order  and  discipline  of  the  society? 
k.  Thlit  has  been  the  practice. 

).  Is  it  not  in  conformity  with  the  positive  requisitions  of  the  dii- 
line? 

L.  I  believe  the  discipline  points  out  the  mode  by  which  business  is 
le  forwarded  to  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

{.  Can  you  recollect  any  case  which  might  be  carried  directly  from 
Monthly  to  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

U'  Not  under  the  express  rule  of  discipline:  and  under  the  former 
noaious  state  of  society  it  was  not  necessary. 

).  Is  not  a  Preparative  Meeting  merely  what  its  title  would  import, 
lere  preparatory  tribunal  in  which  such  matters  as  are  thought  proper 
»  brought  before  the  Monthly  Meeting,  arc  digested  and  prepared? 
V.  It  is  the  common  channel  through  which  business  of  importance 
icnt  up  to  the  Monthly  Meeting :  but  there  arc  some  cases  the  dis- 
line  authorizes  Monthly  Meetings  to  act  upon,  not  coming  through 
it  channel. 

\.  Is  it  noti  however,  necessarily,  from  its  very  constitution,  and  the 
ictions  which  it  performs,  a  branch  of,  and  subordinate  to,  a  Monthly 
Mting,  which  decides  upon  the  business  thus  presented  to  itP 
A.  Yes;  it  is  a  branch  of,  and  subordinate  to,  the  Monthly  Meeting. 
Q.  Arc  Monthly  Meetings  also  branches  of,  and  subordinate  to,  Quar- 
rlf  Meetings? 

A.  Yea;  in  general  terms,  they  are; 

Q>  Are  these  Quarterly  Meetings  the  constituent  branches  of  the 
:arly  Meeting,  and  subordinate  to  vii 
A.  They  are  so  considered. 

Q-  These  Quarterly,  Monthly,  and  Preparative  Meetings,  then,  are 
It  parts  of  the  one  great  whole,  the  Yearly  Meeting? 
A>  They  are  so. 

Q-  Were  the  Chesterfield  Monthly  and  Preparative  Meetings  com- 
»nt  parts  of  the  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting? 
A.  Yea. 

,Q-  Was  the  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  a  branch  of  the  Yearly 
""'"ng  which  in  Fourth-month,  1837,  was,  and  for  many  years  before 
een  held  in  Arch  street,  Philadelphia? 

roa  attend  that  Yearly  Meeting  in  I83T? 
■«e  I  did;  most  part  of  it. 
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Q.  As  B  memlicr  of  Ihe  society,  and  belongiag  to  ChestcrGeld  Monim 
Meet  in  gf 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Were  the  rcpresentati?es  spptHTited  by  you  in  Tenth -month,  ISK 
representatives  to  a  Yearly  Meeting  to  be  held  in  Arch  street  at  the  uhi 
time  in  the  fulluwing  year? 

A.  They  were  appointed  to  attend  the  same  Yearly  Meeting,  as  I  ■]>■ 
prehend,  held  in  Tenih-monih;  but  not  in  the  same  place. 

Q.  Was  the  Yearly  Meeting  adjourned  from  Faurth-month,  18ST,  U 
Tenih-raonih? 

A.  1  was  not  at  the  sitting  when  the  adjournment  was  made;  M 
1  know  nothing  about  how  it  adjourned. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  from  general  repute,  that  it  was  not  adjoaned 
to  that  time? 

A.  I  have  heard  that  it 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  in  the  same  way,  that  it  was  adjourned  to  nMl 
at  the  same  time  and  place  the  next  year? 

A.   I  suppose  that  must  have  been  the  case,  from  what  I  have 
Stood. 

Q.  Has  that  Monthly  Meeting  ever  since  sent  representatives 
Yearly  Meeting  in  Arch  street? 

A.   It  has  not. 

Q.  Have  you  not  disclaimed  any  connexion  with  that  meeting,  andt^ 
tached  yourselves  to  a  meeting  held  at  Green  and  Cherry  stnela  « 
different  time,  annually? 

A.  We  have  not  attached  ourselves,  as  I  apprehend,  to  any  ether 
Yearly  Meeting  than  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia,  that  is  reoi* 
ganized  and  held  on  the  second  Second-day,  in  Fourth-month,  annaiHy- 

Q.  Do  you,  or  do  you  not,  acknowledge  yourselves  to  be  brandies  of, 
and  subordinate  lo,  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Arch  street? 

A.  We  do  not  consider  ourselves  members  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  hiM 
there  since  1837. 

Q.  Did  the  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting,  to  which  you  were 
to  send  that  certificate,  acknowledge  itself  lo  be  so,  or  is  that  tSx* 
branch  of  the  same  Yearly  Meeting,  to  which  you  say  you  belong? 

A.  That  is  a  branch  of  that  meeting. 

Q.  Does  that  portion  of  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting,  vhid 
you  say  continues  to  hold  that  meeting  at  the  usual  times  and  place,  tc- 
knowledge  themselves  or  claim,  to  be  a  part  of  the  Monthly  "  """" 
which  appointed  those  representatives,  and  still  continues  a  mi 
the  Green  sirtet  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  Had  they  not  done  so  before  the  adjournments  spoken  off 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  there  was  any  acknowledgment  lo  thilrf    ■! 
feet,  in  a  meeting  capacity,  before  that  time.  " 

Q.  Had  you  not  before  that  time,  received,  read,  and  approved  I** 
extracta  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Tenth-month,  in  your  r"'- 

A.  I  think  it  is  very  possible  that  might  have  been  the  case.    I 
not  charged  my  memory  with  it  particularly.  O 

"    "   '         ■        •  ■-    ■        "  ......       ijpy^   Jl 


Q,  Before  the  adjournment  to  Mathew  Forsyth's,  of  which  yMDl 
were  you  not  asked  in  the  meeting,  if  you  considered  yourself  scdnil 
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tbe  clerk  of  that  meeting,  a  branch  of  the  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meet- 
ing, held  in  subordination  to  the  Burlington  Q;^uarterly  Meeting? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  question  was  put  to  me  in  person^  or 
to  the  meeting  generally:  but  I  think  I  answered  that  I  considered  my- 
self 4icting  for  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect  Jediah  Middleton's  saying,  that  it  was  unne- 
fsessary  or  useless  to  discuss  the  subject,  as  it  was  well  understood  by  both 
aides,  and  you  might  as  well  proceed  to  business? 

A.  Well,  I  do  not  recollect  that  that  was  expressed  bj  Jediah  Mid- 
dleton. 

Q.  Was  not,  after  it  was  proposed  to  adjouri^  to  Mathew  Forsyth's, 
mn  application  made  to  him  in  the  meeting  to  know  whether  his  house 
could  be  had  for  the  purpose? 

A.  I  think  there  was  such  an  application*  I  did  not  recollect  it  when 
giving  my  testimony  this  morning. 

Q.  Have  the  persons  who  thus  adjourned,  by  general  reputation,  con- 
tinued to  hold  meetings  ever  since  as  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meet- 
ing? 

A.  I  suppose*they  have. 

Q.  Have  those  to  whom  you  alluded,  as  having  adjourned  the  Monthly 
Meeting,  continued  to  hold,  what  they  call  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meet- 
ing, as  a  branch  of  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  I  suppose  it  to  be  so,  from  general  repute*  X  don't  pretend  to  know 
their  title. 

Q*  Is  it  also  generally  reputed  that  they  are  in  connexion  with,  and 
send  representatives  to,  the  Yearly  Meeting  which  is  still  held  on  the 
third  Second-day  of  Fourth-month,  in  Arch  street,  annually? 

A.  I  suppose  so,  from  what  I  have  heard* 

Q.  Is  not  the  setting  up  and  holding  of  meetings  of  discipline  out  of 
the  order  of  'society,  a  breach  of  the  discipline,  and  cause  for  disown- 
ment  if  persisted  in,  after  proper  care  nas  been  extended? 

A.  My  memory  does  not  serve  me  with  the  words  of  the  discipline 
on  that  subject,  if  there  is  any  discipline  on  it. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  extended  any  care  to  them  for  holding  such  meet- 
ings? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Have  they  to  you? 

A.  They  have  undertaken  to  deal  with  some  on  a  charge  of  disorder, 
in  that  respects 

Q*  And  testified  against  them? 
.A*  And  testified  against  them. 

Q*  Have  all  these  appointments  of  trustees  to  the  school  fund»  spoken 
of  by  you,  and  of  Stacy  Decow  as  treasurer  of  that  fund,  been  made 
since  the  period  spoken  of  by  you,  when  the  separation  took  place? 

A*  Yes,  they  were  all  made  since  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  as  clerk  of  the  Preparative  Meeting,  withhold  the  answers 
to  the  queries  from  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Eleventh-month? 

A.  I  delivered  the  answers  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meetmg  to  Je- 
diah Middleton,  as  clerk  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Chesterfield* 

Q.  Did  you  withhold  them  from  David  Clark? 

A.  I  did :  as  not  being  the  regular  clerk  of  that  meeting. 

Q.  Tott  have  furnished  a  list  which  has  been  marked  as  an  exhibit, 
[N  3,3  purporting  to  be  a  list  of  the  members  on  both  sides  at  the  time 
of  the  separation;  when  and  by  whom  was  that  list  made  out? 
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Q.  It  was  made  out  lasL  evening,  I  think,  or  this  morning,  by  Jedidj 
Middleton.  I 

Q.  When,  and  by  whom,  was  the  former  list,  exhibited,  made  out?' 

A.  That  1  am  notable  to  aay. 

Q.  Do  you  undertake  to  say,  from  your  own  knowledge,  that  (he  ll 
is  a  correct  list? 

A.  I  believe  it  to  be  nearly  or  quite  correct;  and  made  out  for  ibe  do 
of  the  separation. 

Q.  Why  is  the  name  of  Aaron  Bunting  omitted  in  the  list  now  eiU 
bited? 

A.  Because  I  believe  him  to  have  been  under  age  at  that  time. 

Q.  Were  all  those  on  the  list  whom  you  call  Friends,  of  ageitik 
time  of  the  separation? 

A.  I  do  not  pretend  to  know  the  exact  age;  but  from  the  appetrance 
of  the  individuals,  I  suppose  them  to  have  been  so. 

Q.  I  observe  in  the  exhibit,  dots  made  opposite  to  some  of  the  OS 
and  not  others}  can  you  inform  me  what  is  the  object  of  thus  distisgiiid 
ing  them? 

A.  I  noted  them  names  or  persons,  as  being  forty  or  more  yean 
age. 

Q.  Were  not  Sarah  Thorn,  Edith  Lamb,  Edith  Lawrie,  Charles  L 
rie,  Joseph  Lawrie,  George  Lawrie,  Lucy  Ann  Lawrie,  Edith  LawrUi 
junior,  and  Elizabeth  Hendrickson,  junior,  all  members  of  that  n 
at  the  lime  of  the  separation? 

A.  I  am  not  able  to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  Arc  you  not  intimately  acquainted  with  all  or  most  of  those  pi 
■on  if 

A.  Yes;  I  am  acquainted  with  them,  or  most  of  them}  but  I  annul 
acquainted  with  all  their  standing  in  society. 

Q.  How  was  it  with  those  you  did  know? 

A.  I  suppose  they  must  have  been  members  of  that  meetingr  lu 
not  clear  as  to  Joseph  and  George  Lawrie  being  members  of  that  ■' 
ing. 

Q.  Did  not  you  marry  Joseph  Lawrie'a  sister? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  far  did  you  live  from  him? 

Witness.   At  what  time? 

Counsel.  At  that  time. 

A.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  the  lime  of  Joseph  Lawrie'e  movlogV 
I  believe  he  must  have  lived  in  the  verge  of  the  Preparative  Ment|4 
that  time. 

Q,  Arc  not  the  persons  whom  I  have  named  to  you,  with  thed 
tion  of  Sarah  Thorn,  Edith  Lamb,  and  Elizabeth  Hendrickson,  t 
and  children  of  Joseph  Lawrie? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  so. 

Q.   Did  not  you  know  them  then? 

A.  I  have  not  said  I  did  not  know  them. 

Q.  Which  of  the  persons  named  do  you  not  know? 

A,  I  should  like  to  have  added  to  my  answer,  1  did  not  h 
«Uy  Elizabeth  Hendrickson,  I  having  been  out  of  the  neighbt 
sometime  before ;  and  wiili  respect  to  Joseph  and  George  Ls" 
my  impression  that  they  had  had  certificates  to  other  Monthl) 
at  that  time.    I  may  be  mistaken  in  that  respect. 


3S5 

Q.  Were  not  all  ihc  others  certainly  members  of  that  meeting:? 
A>   Yes,  they  were.     Edith  Lamb  is  deceased,  and  at  what  time  I  do 
HOI  certainly  recollect;  I  have  apprehended  that  it  was  before  the  sepa- 
ration, i 
I    Q.  Have  any  of  those  persons  attended  your  meetings  as  members.  1 
•ince  the  separation,  or  are  they  not  with  those  you  call  Orthodox?           4 
I  A.  I  believe  Edilh  Lamb  was  not  considered  Orthodox;  I  apprehend  I 
itlie  others  were.                                                                                                    1 
['  Q.  Are  the  names  of  any  of  these  persons  on  that  list  you  have  pro-    * 
'ducedf 

A.  I  believe  they  are  not:  it  has  been  an  oversight;  they  having  been 
■ml  of  sight  for  some  time,  is  the  cause  of  their  being  forgotten. 

Q.  How  far  from  the  meeting  house  does  Sarah  Thorn  live"? 

A-  Not  over  a  quarter  of  a  milei  1  suppose. 

Q.  Was  the  list  containing  ihc  apportionment  of  the  school  {and, 
i£ihibit  K  2,  made  out  by  you,  and  do  you  speak  from  your  own  per- 
■  ■onsl  kn.awledge  of  its  correctness,  or  from  the  information  of  others? 
<    A.  1  believe  I  stated,  that  1  thought  it  nearly  or  quite  correct;  and 
'vhea  i  examined  it,  I  thought  it  to  be  so;  it  was  not  made  out  by  my- 

«ir. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  persona  named  on  that  list,  as  living  at  the 
lime  of  the  separation,  were  members  of  the  Chesterfield  Preparative 
Mteting? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

The  counsel  rest  Ihc  cross- examination. 

And  the  said  James  Brown  being  re-examined  in  chief,  further  suth: 

fjuestion  by  Mr,  Price.  Did  Edith  Lamb  go  with  the  Orthodox  at  the 
Utne  of  the  separation^ 

A.  Edith  Lamb  was  an  aged  infirm  woman,  and  very  seldom  went  to 
■aeeting  any  where,  in  latter  years. 

Q.  Did  Sarah  Thorn! 

A.  Sarah  Thorn  at  the  time  of  the  separation  was  decidedly  with 
Priends, 

Q.  But  I  suppose  has  since  joined  the  Orthodox? 

A.  Yes. 

I  did  you  make  the  result  on  each  side  according  to  your  dot- 
mes  on  the  list  of  the  members  over  forty?  and  of  the  maies 

.  ^Looking  over  the  paper.]     There  are  twcnly-Sve  that  are 
r  upwards,  on  the  side  of  Friends,  and  nine  of  the  like  with  the 

i?lien  the  Orthodox  left  the  Preparative  Meeting,  was  it  proposed 
Uiieeting  that  it  should  adjourn  to"  Malhew  Forsyth's,  or  was 
JfiForsyth  only  asked  by  those  who  wished  the  use  of  his  house, 
fwe  of  it? 

jte  question  was  merely  asked.  Avhether  they  might  be  admitted 
^  house;  and  they  made  no  minVite  of  adjournment. 
^hich  seems  most  like  setting  up  a  new  meetiiig;  for  the  body  to 
« to  transact  its  business  in  the  usual  order,  or  the  going  off  of 
U  number  to  a  private  house  in  another  township? 
.  A  small  number  going  oH"  in  that  way,  appeared  to  me,  and  stUI 
4p_geara,  most  like  setting  up  a  new  meeting. 
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Q.  Has  it  been  usual  for  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  to  mau 
and  control  that  school  fund,  without  the  interference  or  control  of  n 
other  n       ^ 

A.  Yes,  they  have  never  thought  it  their  duly  to  apply  for  directifli 
to  any  other  meeting,  excepting  one  or  two  cases ;  there  was  a  minit 
sent  up  to  the  Monthly  Meeting,  with  respect  to  a  diviaion,  perhspiid 
the  fund,  with  one  or  two  of  the  other  Preparative  Meeting  """ 
Monthly  Meeting  in  them  cases,  I  think,  decided  that  they  had  no  p 
to  make  any  divition. 

Q.  Was  Stacy  Decow  duly  appointed  successor  to  Joseph  Hoidrict^ 
son,  as  treasurer  of  the  school  fundi' 

A.  Stacy  Dccow  was  appointed  treasurer  of  the  school  fund  bylta 
Preparative  Meeting,  in  first-month,  1828,  I  ihink. 

Q.  When  representatives  are  appointed  in  the  Quarterly  Heedigltl 
the  Yearly  Meeting,  are  they  usually  appointed  out  of  the  retpectiH 
Monthly  Meetings? 

A.  I  believe  that  is  the  usual  practice. 

Q.  In  fact,  then,  every  Monthly  Meeting  is  represented  in  the  Tfutf 
Meeting  by  its  own  members? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  Ihat  to  have  been  the  design  of  the  disciplitic; ■ 
near  as  circumstances  would  allow. 

Q.  Is  the  principal  object  of  appointing  representatives,  in  order  ti 
secure  the  certain  attendance  of  some  of  the  members  of  each  Mm^ 
or  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  the  transmission  to  the  superior  meeting  * 
the  necessary  minutes  and  papers? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  that  to  be  the  principal  object  of  the  society. 

Q.  Whether  appointed  a  representative  or  not,  has  not  every  incniber 
an  equal  right  to  attend  the  superior  meetings,  and  take  paitinllMir 
proceedings? 

A.  We  have  no  prohibition  to  any  of  our  members  attendingtbtge- 
neral  Quarterly  and  Yearly  Meetings. 

Q.  When  there,  is  it  not  usual  for  them  to  take  part  in  thep 
ings  of  the  meeting? 

A.  It  is  so. 

Q.  Are  the  following  the  provisions  of  the  discipline,  in  n 
the  appointment  of  representatives,  viz:  "  It  is  agreed  thatJ 
number  of  men  and  women  be  appointed  in  each  Monthly  In 
attend  the  at  rvice  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  with  such  repoi 
ing,  signed  by  their  clerks,  as  may  be  given  them  in  chargCfJ 
at  least  four  of  each  sex  be  appointed  in  each  Quarterly  Meeting,* 
tend  the  Yearly  Meeting.  And  it  is  earnestly  advised  and  desirM,ltat 
all  Friends  who  submit  to  these,  or  any  other  services  of  aocietT<W*T 
be  punctual  in  their  attendance  thereon ;  or  if  prevented  by  sickntiit* 
any  other  unavoidable  occurrence,  that  they  be  careful  to  send  infoiw* 
tion  thereof;  also,  that  those  who  are  under  appointments  to  meeiili(N 
do  not  withdraw  therefronl  before  the  conclusion,  without  obtainingu 
meeting's  consentf" — [Read  from  pages  33-4,  of  Discip.  Exh.  No.  lij 

A.  Yes;  they  are  so.    \ 

Q,  Though  it  is  agreed  in  that  discipline,  that  representative*  IK 
sent  as  therein  mentioned,  is  there  any  positive  prohibition  aguT' 
Monthly  Meetings  sending  representatives  to  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  there  is  any  prohibition  pointed  out  by* 
discipline  to  that  effect. 


theproeiid- 
inim<»J 

lectinft*" 


317 

_  ;  fou  generally  acqu&inted  with  ihe  members,  or  with  those 
a  were  members  of  Cheslerfield  Preparative  Meeting  in  First-month, 
*828 :  and  if  so,  will  you  furnisli  as  correct  a  list  of  those  members  as 
your  information  will  afford  of  each  party? 

A.  I  am  generally  accjuainted  with  the  members  of  that  Preparative 
Meeting,  and  I  have  a  list  of  the  members  of  both  parties,  which  I  ap- 
prehcQii  is  nearly,  or  quite  correct;  made  out  for  the  time  of  the  sepa- 
ntion.  1  am  personalty  acquainted,  or  was  personally  acquainted,  I 
ttiiok,  with  all  these  persons,  except  two;  they  two,  1  believe  to  have 
been  members  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  at  that  lime. 

The  list  produced  by  the  witness,  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part 
of  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  and  marked  Exhibit  N  2. 

Q,  Were  the  aides  taken  by  those  who  were  members  of  Chestei^eld 
Preparative  Meeting  in  First-month,  1828,  matters  of  general  notoriety 
froro  their  attendance  at  the  different  meetings,  or  otherwise^ 
A,  It  was  a  matter  of  fact,  that  'they  were  so. 

Q.  Wat  (he  insertion  of  the  names  of  William  Careslake  and  wife, 
and  a  few  others,  in  the  former  list,  [O  2,]  owing  to  its  having  been  made 
out  for  a  recent  period,  instead  of  that  of  the  separation! 
A.  That  was  the  case. 

Q.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  thai  the  name  of  Sarah  Chapman 
vas  on  the  list  originally  made,  and  that  it  was  omitted  by  mistake  in 
transcription? 

A.  I  hare  no  doubt  but  what  it  was  a  mistake  of  that  kind;  and  not 
ftsy  intention  in  those  who  made  it  out. 

Q.  Uave  you  any  information  about  the  list  of  original  subscribers  to 
the  achool  fund  aoil  their  descendants,  to  enable  you  to  speak  as  to  the 
correctness  of  the  list  exhibited?  [K  2.] 

A.  I  believe  this  list  to  be  nearly,  or  quite  correct. 

And  being  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrickson,  he 
rtirther  saith,  viz: 

Question  by  Mr.  Sloan,  How  did  it  appear  that  the  clerk  was  unwill- 
ing to  record  the  sense  of  the  meeting  at  the  meeting  spoken  of  by  you 
in  Ninth-month,  1827'? 

A.  It  appeared  to  me  that  he  was  unwilling,  because  it  was  the  gene- 
ts! loice  of  the  meeting  that  he  should  do  so,  in  the  case  of  a  certificate 
Applied  for  to  Green  street,  and  he  did  not  do  it. 

Q.  Were  there  not  those  present  who  objected  to  the  granting  of  that 
cerUficate? 

A.  There  were  objections  made  to  granting  the  certificate,  by  a  few 
individuals;  hut  as  1  have  said,  the  general  voice  of  the  meeting  was  in 
favour  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  count  the  voices/or  and  against  hf 

A.  I  did  not  count  the  voices;  and  there  was  no  occasion  for  that:  it 
was  very  evident  that  it  was  the  general  voice  of  the  meeting  that  a  cer- 
tificate should  be  granted,  without  going  to  that  trouble. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  adopted  the  principle  of  deciding  questions  in  your 
meetings  for  discipline,  by  an  enumeration  of  the  members /or  or  againtt 
m  measure? 

A.  It  never  has  been  a  practice  in  transacting  business  in  our  society 
lo  decide  against  majorities. 

Q.  I  did  not  ask  for  a  negative:  I  asked  for  an  affirmative  answer, 
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one  who  shall  be  entitled  so  to  do,  from  his  right  of  membership 
society. 

Mr.  Price.  Am  I  to  understand  that  such  persoo  must  be  a  mcmlir 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Arch  street,  or  of  a  meeting  connecnj 
Tith  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Sloan.  You  are  to  understand  that  the  society  whose  records tiwr 
are,  or  rather  that!  the  agenis  of  that  society,  in  whose  possession  At 
records  are,  are  unwilling  to  violate  the  trust  reposed  in  them  by  Ht 
society,  by  submitting  these  records  to  the  indiscriminate  exaroinstiM 
of  persons  not  members  of  thst  society.  But  that  in  furthersDce  of 
justice  between  the  respective  parties  in  this  cause,  they  are  williof  t« 
depart  from  the  usual  rule  of  the  society,  so  far  as  it  may  be  necessity 
to  do  so,-~and  that  therefore,  either  yourself,  your  associate  conaseLw 
your  clients,  Thomas  L.  Shotwell  or  Stacy  Dccow,  will  at  all  times  be 
allowed  free  access  to  the  records,  and  be  peiraitted,  at  your  pleuuft, 
to  examine  all  or  any  of  the  minutes  contained  in  them;  and  thUUf 
thing  you  may  find  therein  recorded,  will,  as  1  have  before  8taieti,ti 
permitted  to  be  transcribed  and  certified,  or  proved  by  any  witness  ikU 
you  shall  introduce  for  that  purpose,  whethet-  he  should  be  a  mcmhr 
of  that  society  or  not. 

Mr.  Price.  Will  copies  of  the  minute^  certified  by  the  person  bl«a| 
the  records  in  charge,  be  received  as  evidence  in  this  cause? 

Mr.  Sloan.  Yes. 

ILUAK  Evans,  of  Philadelphia,  a  vimess  produced  on  the  ptrtsf 
Imeph  Hendrickson,  alleging  himself  to  be  conscientiously  scrapnloss 
of  taking  an  oath,  and  being  duly  affirmed  according  to  law,  on  his  to* 
lemn  affirmation,  declareth  and  saith: 

Question  by  Mr.  Sloan.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friend*-' 

A.  I  am,  and  always  have  been. 

Q.  What  is  your  agef 

A.  I  am  in  the  forty-fourth  year  of  my  age. 

Q.  Have  you  for  along  time  taken  part  in  the  administration  of  their 
discipline,  and  been  engaged  in  the  ministry  in  the  socifiv-' 

A.  I  have  taken  part  in  the  discipline  of  the  society  for  twenty  yitn, 
and  have  been  acknowledged  a  minister,  I  think,  about  nine  years. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of,  and  present  in  the  Meeting  for  Suffering*, 
during  its  proceedings  relative  to  a  controversy  ai  Wilmington,  in  isai" 
If  so,  please  to  relate  what  took  place. 

A.  I  was  a  member  at  that  time,  and  present  on  thai  occasion.  Tbe 
controversy  alluded  to,  was  respecting  the  doctrines  of  Friends,  coa* 
ducted  by  two  persons,  under  the  assumed  names  of  Paul  and  Jmka. 
The  former  writing  against,  and  the  latter  pcofesiing  to  defenil  the 
society,  and  appearing  to  write  in  its  behalf.  The  manner  in  which  the 
controversy  was  conducted  appeared  to  implicate,  in  some  measure,  the 
reputation  of  Friends,  and  the  subject  was  consequently  introduced  iato 
the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  by  reading  parts  of  some  of  the  essays-  A 
committee  was  appointed  on  the  subject,  consisting  of  John  Cox,  Jona- 
than Evans,  Samuel  P.  Griffitts,  John  Comly,  Samuel  Dcttle,  Thomas 
Wistar,  and  Thomas  Siewardson.  They  produced  to  a  subseijuflit 
meeting,  a  written  report,  consisting  of  a  disavowal  of  those  essays,  aw) 
also  of  some  extracts  from  the  writings  of  George  Fox,  William  PenB, 
Robert  Barclay,  Richard  Claridge,  and  of  the  Declaration  of  Friends  in 


319 


A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  instance  wherein  it  has  been  necessary  Tor  ■ 
[onthljr  Meeting  to  appeal.  A  Monthly  Meeting,  in  certain  cases,  may 
ik  advice  or  assistance  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  of  which  it  is  a  con- 
ituent  branch. 

Q.  When  you  say  that  the  clerk  was  unwilling  to  record  the  sense  of 
lie  meeting,  do  you  mean  to  aay  that  he  was  unwilling  to  record  the 
ease  of  the  meeting,  as  you  apprehended  it  to  be? 

A.  Yes,  as  I  apprehended  it  to  he. 

Q,  Did  not  some  person  propose  an  adjournment  of  the  meeting  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  letl  exactly  what  passed  at  thai  time ;  but 
I  do  not  recollect  that  there  was  any  regular  proposition  made  for  an 
idjournment. 

Q.  Before  Jediah  Middleton  took  his  seat  at  the  table,  had  a  minnte 
of  adjournment  been  made  and  read  by  David  Clark,  the  acting  clerk} 

A.  I  rather  think  there  was  something  read  to  that  effect,  somewhere 
Bboot  that  time. 

Q.  When  you  aay  that  it  was  the  sense  of  the  meeting  that  Jediah 
Middleton  should  act  as  clerk,  do  you  mean  the  whole  meeting,  or  that 
portion  of  it  who  remained  to  prepare  the  certificate? 

A.  I  mean  that  portion  of  it  that  remained  for  that  purpose,  and  for 
ether  purposes  of  the  Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Was  it  against  the  sense  of  those  who  withdrew  in  purauance  of 
thu  minute  ? 

A.  The  object  oi  those  who  withdrew,  I  can't  positively  point  otit; 
but  suppose  it  was,  that  they  did  not  think  it  proper  chat  that  certificate 
ipoken  of  should  be  prepared  and  sent  to  Green  street. 

Q.  For  what  other  purposes  did  you  remain^ 

A.  We  remained  in  general  to  maintain  the  order,  and  tranakct  the 
tegular  business,  as  far  as  it  was  in  our  power  so  to  do,  of  Chesterfield 
Uoikthly  Meeting. 

,  Q.  What  business  did  you  do  to  maintain  the  order  and  discipline  of 
ibe  society,  besides  granting  that  certificate? 

A.  Perhaps  my  memory  will  not  serve  me  to  state  all  the  business 
that  was  done  at  that  time  ;  but  I  think  there  was  a  committee  appointed 
hi  name  some  person  to  act  as  clerk,  and  one  to  assist  him. 

Q.  Was  any  other  business  done  but  the  appointment  of  the  commit- 
toe  to  prepare  that  certiiicate,  and  the  one  to  bring  forward  a  name  for 
Blerk,  and  the  proposition  that  was  made  to  appoint  representatives  to 
the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  was  to  be  held  in  Green  street  the  next 
Kuinth? 

A.  As  the  minutes  of  that  meeting  arc  here,  they  can  speak  for  them- 
lelres  better  than  1  can,  as  to  the  business  that  was  transacted.  It  would 
l»«  better  than  my  memory. 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  discipline,  authorizing  a  Monthly  Meet- 
ing to  appoint  representatives  to  a  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  the  present  discipline  contains  any  provisions 
for  that  to  be  done ;  bm  under  the  existing  state  of  society  at  that  time, 
it  appeared  to  that  meeting  best  so  to  do.  And  1  can  produce  copies,  1 
^leve,  of  minutes  from  other  meetings  wherein  that  has  been  done  some 
Nirtput. 

Q.  How  many  years  past? 

A.  In  the  early  stage  of  society,  perhaps  in  the  year  1684,  or  some- 
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whore  thereabouts;  wherein  it  was  recommended  by  the  Yearlj  Mtciiifl 
for  Monthly  Meetings  to  do  so. 

Q.  Will  you  produce  those  copies  ? 

A.  Here  is  ihe  paper.     [Producing  lo  the  counsel  a  paper.] 

Q.  Is  this  the  copy  alluded  to  by  you? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  this  copy  made  by  you? 

A-  It  was  examined  by  met  and  compared  with  the  record. 

Q,  By  whom  was  it  made? 

Ai  I  do  not  apprehend  that  is  necessary.  • 

Q,   By  whom  was  it  made  ? 

A.  George  Burr  I  believe  made  the  copy. 


.  Is 


e  George  Burr 


s  examined  aa  a  witacubett 
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Q. 
a  day  or  two  ; 

A.  Yes;  the  same. 

Q.  When  did  you  compare  it? 

A.  I  compared  it  to-day. 

Q.  Where? 

A.  Not  far  from  this  place. 

Q.  Are  the  records  of  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting  here? 

A.  I  believe  they  are. 

Q.  It  is  taken  from  them,  is  it  not ! 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  whose  possession  were  they  when  you 

A.  Gabriel  Middleton's. 

Q,  Are  they  still  here? 

A.  I  think  I  have  answered  that  question:  they  are. 

Q.  In  whose  possession  are  they  now? 

A.  They  are  in  the  care  of  Gabriel  Middleton. 

Q.  I  asked  whose  possession  they  were  in? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  answer  that  question  better  than  t1u?t 

Q.  Is  that  the  book  which  I  now  perceive  in  the  possession  of  "  ^ 
Barri  and  from  which  he  is  making  extracts? 

A.  No,  this  is  not  the  book;  (looking  at  it.) 

Q.  Is  George  Burr  a  member  of  your  society? 

A.  I  cannot  say  whether  he  is  or  not. 

Q,  Do  you  know  about  what  time  the  Yearly  Meeting  was 

A.  I  believe  I  have  seen  the  records  that  slates  at  what 
CBtablished;  but  1  cannot  remember  now  the  exact  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  what  time  the  book  of  discipline  undcN 
the  society  acted  at  the  time  of  the  separation,  and  by  which  thKf 
governed,  was  adopted? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  in 

Q.  Have  you  ever  within  your  knowledge,  known,  or  have  youn*' 
heard  of,  or  seen  any  minute  of  the  appointment  of  representative!  »*] 
Yearly  Meeting  by  a  Monthly  Meeting  for  the  last  century  prcvioui" 
the  separation? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  recollect  ever  seeing  any  minute  to  tbali 
or  of  that  kind;  but  under  the  existing  circumstances  of  society,  U I 
before,  it  appeared  to  be  right  to  do  so  at  that  lime,  at  the  time  it 
done  so  by  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  present  discipline  requiring^  the 
sentallves  to  be  appointed  from  each  Monthly  Meeting? 
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ieve  it  is  deaigned  by  the  diicipline,  that  the  repreaentfitiTes 

jy  inferior  meeiings  should  be  appointed  so  that  the  generality 

tings  constituting  the  Yrarly  Meeting  may  be  represented,  as 

light  be, 

ed  you  whether  the  discipline  required  any  such  thipg;  not 

belief  of  fhe  equitable  construction  of  it  was. 

»  the  common  practice  of  sending  representatives,  it  would 

lible  in  every  instance  for  every  Monthly  Meeting  to  be  repre- 

icrwise,  it  would  swell  the  number  more  than  would  be  thought 

stion  is  again  read  to  the  witness >— he  answers  further:  I 
re  is  not  any  such  requisition, 

not  all  business  carried  from  a  Monthly  to  a  Yearly  Meeting, 
through  the  intermediate  branch,  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of 

a  member,  in  the  regular  order  and  discipline  of  the  society? 

has  been  the  practice. 

not  in  conformity  with  the  positive  requisitions  of  the  dis- 

ieve  the  discipline  points  out  the  mode  by  which  busineas  is 

trded  to  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

you  recollect  any  case  which  might  be  carried  directly  from 

ly  to  the  Yearly  Meeting^ 

under  the  ex.press  rule  of  discipline .-  and  under  the  former 

s  state  of  society  it  was  not  necessary. 

t  a  Preparative  Meeting  merely  what  its  title  would  import, 

oaratory  tribunal  in  which  such  matters  as  are  thought  proper 

^ht  before  the  Monthly  Meeting,  are  digested  and  prepared? 

the  common  channel  through  which  business  of  importance 

to  the  Monthly  Meeting:  but  there  are  some. cases  the  dis- 

horizes  Monthly  Meetings  to  act  upon,  not  coming  through 

el, 

noli  however,  necessarily,  from  its  very  constitution,  and  the 

'hich  it  performs,  a  branch  of,  and  subordinate  to,  a  Monthly 

rhich  decides  upon  the  business  thus  presented  to  it? 

it  is  a  branch  of,  and  subordinate  to,  the  Monthly  Meeting. 
Monthly  Meetings  also  branches  of,  and  subordinate  to,  Quar- 
ings? 

in  general  terms,  they  are. 

these  Quarterly  Meetings  the  constituent  branches  of  the 
eting,  and  subordinate  to  it? 

le  Quarterly,  Monthly,  and  Preparative  Meetings,  then,  are 

>f  the  one  great  whole,  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

'  are  so. 

e  the  Chesterfield  Monthly  and  Preparative  Meetings  com- 

■ts  of  the  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting? 

the  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting  a  branch  of  the  Yearly 
hich  in  Fourth-month,  isar,  was,  and  for  many  years  before 
leld  in  Arch  street,  Philadelphia? 

you  attend  that  Yearly  Meeting  in  1837? 
.ieve  I  did;  most  part  of  it. 


.--^- 
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Q.  As  B  member  of  the  society,  and  belonging  to  Chesterfield  Men 
Meeting? 

A.  Yea.  _  I 

Q.  Were  the  represenlatives  appwnted  by  you  in  Tenth-monlh,  I 
representatives  to  a  Yearly  Meeling  to  be  held  in  Arch  street  at  tfaeV 
lime  in  the  following  year?  *  J 

A.  Tht^y  were  appointed  to  attend  the  same  Yearly  Meeting,  u I 
prehend,  held  in  Tenih-inonlh;  but  not  in  the  same  place.  .' 

Q.  Was  the  Yearly  Meeting  adjourned  from  Fourlh -month,  tB3 
Tenth-monthP  ' 

A.   I  was  not  at  the  sitting  when  the  adjournment  w»  n 
I  know  nothing  about  how  it  adjourned. 

Q,   Do  you  not  know  from  general  repute,  that  it  was  n 
to  that  time? 

A.  I  have  heard  that  it  was  not.  1 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  in  the  same  way,  that  it  was  adjourned  to  i 
at  the  same  lime  and  place  the  next  year?  I 

A.  1  suppose  that  must  have  been  the  case,  from  what  I  have  M 
■tood. 

Q.   Has  that  Monthly  Meeting  ever  s 
Yearly  Meeting  in  Arch  street? 


c  been  the  case,  from  what  I  have  it 
e  sent  rcpresentativea  U 


riih  that  meetingv  >J 
I  and  Cherry  si 


>  I  apprehendf  to  any  I 


A.    It  has 

Q.  Have  you  not  disclaimed  any  c 
Cached  yourselves  to  a  meeting  held  at  Gre 
difTerent  time,  annually? 

A.    We  have  not  attached  ourselves,  !  .  . 

Yearly  Meeting  than  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia,  that  U  j 
ganized  and  held  on  the  second  Second-day,  in  Fourth-month,  i 

Q.  Do  you,  or  do  you  not,  acknowledge  yourselves  to  be  brtncM 
and  subordinate  to,  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Arch  street?  I 

A.  We  do  not  consider  ourselves  members  of  the  Yearly  Meetingl 
there  since  1837.  ij 

Q.  Did  the  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting,  to  which  you  wereS 
to  send  that  certificate,  acknowledge  itself  to  be  so,  or  is  that  d 
branch  of  the  same  Yearly  Meeting,  to  which  you  say  you  beloog?y 


A.   Thai 


ich  of  thai 
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Q.  Does  that  portion  of  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting*  i 
you  say  continues  to  hold  that  meeting  at  the  usual  times  and  placi' 
knowledge  themselves  or  claim  lobe  a  part  of  the  Monthly  V' 
which  appointed  those  representatives,  and  still  continues  ft  i  ~~ 
the  Green  street  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  Had  they  not  done  so  before  the  adjournments  spoken  off"  ' 

A.   I  don't  recollect  that  there  was  any  acknowledgment  lo  t' 
feet,  in  a  meeting  oopacity,  before  chat  time. 

Q.    Had  you  not  before  that  lime,  received,  read,  and  approve! 
extracts  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Tenth-monlh,  in  y 
ing? 

A.  1  think  it  is  very  passible  that  might  have  been  the  case 
not  charged  my  memory  with  it  particularly. 

Q.  Before  the  adjournment  to  Mathew  Forsyth's,  of  which yonl] 
were  you  not  asked  in  the  meeting,  if  you  considered  yoursdf  aclU 


■ik 
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be  clerk  of  that  meeting,  a  branch  of  the  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meet- 

Dg,  held  in  subordination  to  the  Burlington  Q;^uarterly  Meeting? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  question  was  put  to  me  in  person,  or 
0  the  meeting  generally:  but  I  think  I  answered  that  I  considered  my- 
elf  acting  for  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect  Jediah  Middleton's  saying,  that  it  was  unne- 
«ssary  or  useless  to  discuss  the  subject,  as  it  was  well  understood  by  both 
ides,  and  you  might  as  well  proceed  to  business? 

A.  Well,  I  do  not  recollect  that  that  was  expressed  bj  Jediah  Mid- 
ilcton. 

Q.  Was  not,  after  it  was  proposed  to  adjouri^  to  IVIathew  Forsyth's, 
A  application  made  to  him  in  the  meeting  to  know  whether  his  house 
ould  be  had  for  the  purpose  ? 

A.  I  think  there  was  such  an  application.  I  did  not  recollect  it  when 
living  my  te&timony  this  morning. 

Q.  Have  the  persons  who  thus  adjourned,  by  general  reputation,  con- 
iiitted  to  hold  meetings  ever  since  as  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meet- 
ag? 

A.  I  8uppose*they  have. 

Q.  Have  those  to  whom  you  alluded,  as  having  adjourned  the  Monthly 
leeting,  continued  to  hold,  what  they  call  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meet- 
ig,  as  a  branch  of  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  I  suppose  it  to  be  so,  from  general  repute.  X  don't  pretend  to  know 
iieir  dtle. 

Q*  Is  it  also  generally  reputed  that  they  are  in  connexion  with,  and 
end  representatives  to,  the  Yearly  Meeting  which  is  still  held  on  the 
liird  Second-day  of  Fourth-month,  in  Arch  street,  annually? 

A.  I  suppose  so,  from  what  I  have  heard, 

Q.  Is  not  the  setting  up  and  holding  of  meetings  of  discipline  out  of 
he  order  of  /society,  a  breach  of  the  discipline,  and  cause  for  disown- 
Acnt  if  persisted  in,  after  proper  care  nas  been  extended? 

A.  My  memory  does  not  serve  me  with  the  words  of  the  discipline 

>n  that  subject,  if  there  is  any  discipline  on  it. 

Q-  Have  you  ever  extended  any  care  to  them  for  holding  such  meet- 
ings? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q»  Have  they  to  you? 

A.  They  have  undertaken  to  deal  with  some  on  a  charge  of  disorder, 
■  that  respects 

Q*  And  testified  against  them? 
-A.  And  testified  against  them. 

Q*  Have  all  these  appointments  of  trustees  to  the  school  fund»  spoken 
?  ^7  you,  and  of  Stacy  Decow  as  treasurer  of  that  fund,  been  made 
'u^ce  the  period  spoken  of  by  you,  when  the  separation  took  place? 

A«  Yes,  they  were  all  made  since  that  time. 

Q*  Did  you  as  clerk  of  the  Preparative  Meeting,  withhold  the  answers 
othe  queries  from  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Eleventh-month? 

A.  I  delivere4  the  answers  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  to  Je- 
'^h  Middleton,  as  clerk  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Chesterfield. 

Q*  Did  you  withhold  them  from  David  Clark? 

A*  I  did :  as  not  being  the  regular  clerk  of  that  meeting. 
J}*  You  have  furnished  a  list  which  has  been  marked  as  an  exhibit, 
^  Sf]  purporting  to  be  a  list  of  the  members  on  both  sides  at  the  time 
'  ^he  separation;  when  and  by  whom  was  that  list  made  out? 
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Q.  It  iras  made  out  last  evening,  I  think,  or  this  morning,  by  Jediik 
Mid  die  ton. 

Q.  When,  and  by  whom,  was  ihe  former  Hat,  exhibited,  made  out) 

A.  That  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

Q.  Do  you  undertake  to  say,  from  your  own  knowledge,  that  the  IMJ 
is  a  correct  list? 

A.  I  believe  it  to  be  nearly  or  quite  correct;  and  made  out  for  the 
of  the  separation. 

Q.  Why  is  the  name  of  Aaron  Bunting  omitted  in  the  list  nowi 
bltedf 

A.  Because  I  believe  him  to  have  been  under  age  at  that  time. 

Q.  Were  alt  those  on  the  list  whom  you  call  Friends,  of  agcHtbt 
time  of  the  scparaiion? 

A.  I  do  not  pretend  to  know  the  exact  age;  but  from  the  appemace 
of  the  individuals,  I  suppose  them  lo  have  been  so. 

Q,  I  observe  in  the  exhibit,  dots  made  opposite  to  some  of  theflunH, 
and  not  others;  can  you  inform  me  what  is  the  object  of  thus  distupiii 
ing  them? 

A.  I  noted  them  names  or  persons,  as  being  forty  or  more  yein 
age. 

Q.  Were  not  Sarah  Thorn,  Edith  Lamb,  Edith  Lawrie,  ChartoLi* 
rie,  Joseph  Lawrie,  George  Lawrie,  Lucy  Ann  Lawrie,  Edith  Lswri^ 
junior,  and  Elizabeth  Hendrickson,  junior,  all  members  of  that 
at  the  time  of  the  separation? 

A.  I  am  not  able  to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  Are  you  not  intimately  acquainted  with  all  or  most  of  thott  pn* 
■oniP 

A-  Yesj  I  am  acquainted  with  them,  or  most  of  them;  bull 
acquainted  with  all  their  standing  in  society- 

Q.  How  was  it  with  those  you  did  know? 

A.  I  suppose  they  must  have  been  members  of  that  meetii^  I*> 
not  clear  as  to  Joseph  and  George  Lawrie  being  members  of  that  wc 
ing. 

Q.  Did  not  you  marry  Joseph  Lawrie's  sister? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  far  did  you  live  from  him? 

Witness.   At  what  time? 

Counsel.  At  that  time. 

s  to  the  time  of  Joseph  Lawrie's  moving  IWIJ 
srge  of  the  Preparative  Meelil|> 


e  lived  ii 


1  believe  he  r 
that  time. 

Q.  Are  not  the  persons  whom  I  have  named  to  you,  with  thCii 
tion  of  Sarah  Thorn,  Edith  Lamb,  and  Elizabeth  Hendrickso^  "^ 
and  children  of  Joseph  Lawrie? 

A.  Yes,  1  believe  so. 

Q.   Did  not  you  know  them  then? 

A.  I  have  not  said  I  did  not  know  them. 

Q.  Which  of  the  persons  named  do  you  not  know? 

A.  I  should  like  to  have  added  to  my  answer,  I  did  not  know  •* 
ally  Elizabeth  Hendrickson,  I  having  been  out  of  the  neighboni 
sometime  before;  and  wiih  respect  to  Joseph  and  George  Lp 
my  impression  that  they  had  had  certificates  to  other  Monlt 
at  that  time.     I  may  be  mistaken  in  that  respect. 
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Q.  Were  not  all  ihe  others  cerUinly  members  of  that  meetingP 

A.  Yes,  they  wert.  Edith  Lamb  is  deceased,  and  at  what  time  I  do 
Dot  certainly  recollect;  I  have  apprehended  that  it  was  before  the  sepa- 
ntion. 

Q.  Have  any  of  those  persons  attended  your  meetings  as  members 
HOce  the  separation,  or  are  they  not  with  those  you  call  Orthodox? 
|.  A.  I  believe  Edith  Lamb  was  not  considered  Orthodox;  I  apprehend 
tbe  others  were. 

Q.  Are  the  names  of  any  of  these  persons  on  that  list  joa  have  pro- 
duced? 

A.  I  believe  they  are  not:  it  has  been  an  oversight;  they  having  been 
Mt  of  sight  for  some  lime,  is  the  cause  of  their  being  forgotten. 

Q.  How  far  from  the  meeting  house  does  Sarah  Thorn  live'? 

A.  Not  over  a  quarter  of  a  mile,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Was  the  list  containing  the  apportionment  of  the  school  fuad, 
Eihibit  R  2,  made  out  by  you,  and  do  you  speak  from  your  own  per- 
.MDilknpwledge  of  its  correctness,  or  from  the  information  of  others? 

A.  I  believe  I  stated,  that  I  thought  it  nearly  or  quite  correct;  and 
when  I  examined  it,  1  thought  it  to  be  so;  it  was  not  made  out  by  my- 


leir. 
Q.  How  m 

lim«  of  the  ! 

Meeting? 
A.  I  do  no 
The  counsc 


ny  of  those  persons  named  on  that  list,  as  living  at  the 
sparation,  were  members  of  the  Chesterfield  Preparative 


s- examination . 

And  the  said  James  Brown  being  re-examined  in  chief,  further  aaith: 

•tttwiion  by  Mr.  Price.  Did  Edith  Lamb  go  with  the  Orthodox  at  the 

time  of  the  separation? 

"    " s  an  aged  infirm  woman,  and  very  seldom  went  to 

n  latter  years. 


I  the  time  of  the  separation  w 
e  joined  the  Orthodox? 


icidedly  with 


A-Edith  Lar 
•MttinRany  where,  i 

Q.  Did  Sarah  Thorr 
_A.  Sarah  Thorn 
Fritnil*. 
I     Q-  But  !  suppose  has 
A.  Yes. 

.  Q-  What  did  you  make  the  result  on  each  side  according  to  your  dot- 
I  ''"!{ Ibe  namea  on  the  list  of  the  inembera  over  forty?  and  of  the  males 

L  Witness.  [Looking  over  the  paper.']  There  are  twenty-five  that  arc 
IPfewy  or  upwards,  on  the  side  of  Friends,  and  nine  of  the  like  with  the 
Pflfcodox. 

j^Q-  When  the  Qnhoilox  left  the  Preparative  Meeting,  was  it  proposed 
&^the  meeting  that  it  should  adjourn  to"  Mathew  Forsyth's,  or  was 
EjlUiew  Forsyth  only  asked  by  those  who  wished  the  use  of  his  house, 
[Qrtheuseof  it; 

t   A.  The  question  was  merely  asked.whcther  they  might  be  admitted 
PBtO  his  house;  and  they  made  no  minSitc  of  adjournment. 
■*  "   Which  seems  most  like  setting  up  a  new  meeting;  for  the  body  to 
■>c  to  transact  its  business  in  the  usual  order,  or  the  going  off  of 
number  to  a  private  house  in  another  township? 
■laall  number  going  o(F  in  that  way,  appeared  to  me,  and  still 
pkost  like  setting  up  a  new  meeting. 
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Q.  Vet  Ihe  few  who  went  off  from  the  Monthly  Mcetingt  and  »et' 
&  meeting  in  a  private  house,  jn  another  township,  undertook  to  diw 
the  greater  body  of  the  Monthly  Meelitig,  who  continued  to  io  tb> 
business  at  the  usual  (irne  and  place,  in  tht-  usual  order  of  society? 

A.  Yes — they  undertook  to  disown  us;  the  greater  part  of  the  mt 
ing? 

Q.  Does  not  a  Preparative  Meeting  transact  other  butineu  thu  tt 
which  is  prepared  for  the  Monthly  Meeting? 

A.  It  has  other  business  to  transact  besides  that  which  neceturt 
claims  the  attention  of  the  Monthly  Meeting. 

Q.   Does  it  not  manage  exclusively  its  own  monied  concerns? 

A.   I  think  it  does. 

Q.  Does  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  hold  its.propertjrbyiiHi 
of  any  charter  or  act  of  iacorporation  ? 

A.  I  think^not. 

Q.  Does  any  subscription  list,  or  title  deed,  by  which  its  propertf 
evidenced,  contain  any  condition  that  it  shall  hold  its  property  oolf 
case  of  subordination  to  a  Yearly  Meeting,  that  shall  be  held  in  An 
street  on  the  third  Second-day  of  Fourth-month? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Is  the  subordination  of  the  meetings  of  the  society  a  mbordil 
tion  for  disciplinary  purposes,  and  according  to  the  discipline! 

A.  I  think  it  is,  if  I  understand  the  question. 

And  being  again  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrickn 
he  further  saith: 

Question.  Is  not  the  property  of  that  meeting  held  in  trust  for  tliea 
of  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  of  the  Society  of  Friends? 

Answer.  It  is  so  held  by  trustees. 

Q.  If  a  member  is  disowned,  does  he  not  forfeit  all  his  rights  in  tl 
property  of  the  society,  as  well  as  his  rights  to  religious  cominsii< 
with  them  ? 

A.  Perhaps  I  am  not  correct  in  my  views  on  that  subject ;  but  I  mi 
lect  one  circumstance,  wherein  a  person  who  had  been  appointed  IN 
tee  to  some  of  the  property  belonging  to  Chesterfield  Monthly  Metdji 
had  been  disowned  by  that  meeting,  and  afterwards  called  upon  to  Uj 
away  his  trust  to  another,  when  others  were  appointed  by  the  meeiini 
From  that  circumstance,  I  have  apprehended  that  they  held  the  riglil 
trust  until  they  signed  it  away — but  I  am  not  sure  whether  that  i»  co 
rect.  James  Bbovk 

Affirmed  as  aforesaid,  and  subscribed  at  the  inn  of  William  Rtdgv>: 
in  Camden,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  this  first  day  of  April,  e^ 
teen  hundred  and  thirty-one.  J.  J.  Fosnst 

Matter  and  Examtfir- 

The  counsel  for  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  here  rest  tkll! 
amination  of  witnesses  on  their  part. 

Adjourned  until  Tuesday  morning  next,  at  10  o'clock. 

Tuesday  morning,  April  5th,  1831,  at  10  o'clock.  .  The  partto" 
counsel  attended,  the  same  as  at  the  last  continuance. 

In  pursuance  of  the  agreement  entered  into  by  the  parties  and  ^ 
counsel  on  the  2Sth  of  December  last,  Joseph  Hendrickioa  wv  j" 
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of  such  further  witnesses  on  his  part  as  is 
I  necessary. 

Sloftn.  Berore  I  proceed  to  call  a  witness,  I  thinlc  it  necessary  to 
the  counsel  for  the  opposite  side,  that  in  conseciuetice  at  the 
served  upon  us,  requiritij;  the  production  of  the  records  of  the 
5  for  Sufferings,  and  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philatielphin,  an 
tioti  has  been  made,  and  earnestly  tTrged  to  those  persons  who 
em  in  charge,  either  to  attend  this  examination,  with  the  books, 
itrust  them  to  our  care,  that  we  might  produce  ihem  in  obedience 
:b)I.  We  have  received  for  answer,  however,  that  after  mature 
ition,  they  do  not  feel  themselves  at  liberty  lo  comply  witli  our 
,  inasmuch  as  the  books  have  been  confided  to  their  care  for  safe 
f  onljf  by  those  meetings,  and  without  any  authority  to  remove 
■om  their  respective  places  of  deposit.  They  conceive,  therefore, 
e  removal  of  the  books,  for  the  purpose  of  exhibiting  them  sa 
;e  in  a  cause  pending  in  another  state,  atid  which  might,  of  neccs- 
quire  their  production  in  the  court,  or  before  its  officers,  at  pe- 
hen  they  might  perhaps  be  absolutely  required  by  those  meeiingSt 
■dent  of  alt  casualties  which  might  occur  to  records  of  such  long 
g,  BO  voluminous,  and  of  such  immense  importance  and  interest 
nciely,  would  be  a  violation  of  the  trust  reposed  in  them.  Not- 
nding  this  determination,  however,  they  are  perfectly  willing  that 
ties  in  this  cause  shall  have  the  benefit  of  any  information  to  be 
,  from  them.  And  they  have  authorized  us  to  say,  that  free  ac- 
ay  be  had  to  the  records  by  either  parly,  or  his  counsel,  for  the 
B  of  testing  the  correctness  of  extracts  already  made,  and  the 
',  any  additional  extracts  that  they  may  desire. 
Priee.  I  wi^h  to  know  whether  that  privilege  will  extend  to  any 
rested  person,  who  may  be  sent  there  to  make  extracts  for  the 
e  of  giving  them  here  in  evidence  ? 

Sloan.  The  Society  of  Friends,  as  I  understand  it,  have  never 
ccustAmed  to  either  transact  their  business  in  the  presence  of 
rho  are  not  members,  or  to  submit  the  minutes  of  their  proceed- 
any  way  to  their  inspection.  If  1  understand  the  views  of  those 
,*e  charge  of  these  records,  they  do  not  wish  to  depart  from  this 
[fther  than  shall  be  absolutely  necessary  to  afford  the  parties  in 
ute  a  fair  opportunity  of  obtaining  any  thing  from  the  records 
may  be  considered  essential  to  their  interests.  1  do  not  there' 
iderstand  from  them,  that  they  are  willing  to  throw  open  these 
to  the  inspection  of  any  one  who  may  present  himself,  claiming 
D  for  the  purpose  of  collecting  testimony  in  this  cause.  But  1  do 
tand  them,  that  they  are  perfectly  willing  to  afford  every  facility  to 
•liet  in  t/u»  eauae,  their  counsel,  or  any  acknowledged  member  of 
:iei]r  of  Friends  for  obtaining  such  testimony.  And  that  if  either 
tr  the  counsel  of  either  party,  on  examining  any  of  those  records, 
[■cover  minutes  that  are  thought  proper  to  be  exhibited,  or  re- 
to  in  the  course  of  the  examination,  they  will  be  permitted  to 
iopies,  which  will  be  certified  to  be  correct  copies,  or  if  it  is 
it  BCceBsary,  they  will  be  permitted  to  compare  them  with  the  ori- 
irith  any  disinterested  witness  they  may  think  proper  to  produce, 
purpose  of  proving  their  correctness  before  the  Examiner.  Or 
the  parties,  or  counsel,  prefer  having  the  records  examined  by  a 
«non,  they  will  be  permitted  so  to  do,  provided  they  shall  select 


one  who  iball  be  entitled  lo  to  do,  from  bis  right  of  memberUiip  in  ik 
BOeietjr. 

Mr.  Friee.  Ant  I  to  understand  that  such  person  must  be  a  meinbtt 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting  beld  in  Arch  street,  or  of  a  meeting  connccicd 
with  tbat  meeting? 

Mr.  filoon.  Yon  are  to  understand  that  tbe  society  whose  records  tbey 
are,  or  rather  that  tbe  agents  of  tbat  society,  in  whose  possession  the 
records  >re,  are  unitrilling  lo  violate  the  trust  reposed  in  them  b^  iht 
■ociety,  by  submitting  these  records  to  the  indiscriminate  csaminstion 
of  persons  not  members  of  that  society.  But  that  in  furtherance  of 
jnatice  between  the  respective  parties  in  this  cause,  they  are  willing  to 
depart  from  the  usual  rule  of  the  society,  so  far  as  it  may  be  neccsHry 
to  do  so,-^and  that  therefore!  either  yourself,  your  associate  coanKl,Dr 
your  clients,  Thomas  L.  Sbotwell  or  Stacy  Dccow,  will  at  all  times  be 
allowed  free  access  to  the  records,  and  be  permitted,  at  your  pleasnre, 
to  examine  all  or  any  of  tbe  minutes  contained  in  them;  and  thai  uy 
thing  you  may  find  therein  recorded,  will,  as  I  have  before  stated,  be 
permitted  to  be  transcribed  and  certiBed,  or  proved  by  any  witness  ikit 
you  shall  introduce  for  that  purpose,  whether  he  should  be  a  member 
of  that  society  or  not. 

Mr.  Price.  Will  copies  of  the  minute^  certified  by  the  person  hiriij 
the  records  in  charge,  be  received  as  evidence  in  this  cause? 

Mr.  Sloan,  Yee. 

iLLiAM  Evans,  of  Philadelphia,  a  witness  produced  on  the  part«( 
jmeph  Hendrickson,  alleging  himself  to  be  conscientiously  scmpalou 
of  taking  an  oath,  and  being  duly  affirmed  according  to  law,  on  his  so- 
lemn aflirmation,  declareth  and  saith: 

Question  by  Mr.  Shan.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Frieoiis? 

A.  I  am,  and  always  have  been. 

Q,  Wbat  is  your  age? 

A.  I  am  in  the  forty-fourth  year  of  my  age. 

Q.  Have  you  for  a  longtime  taken  part  in  the  administration  ot  their  ■ 
discipline,  and  been  engaged  in  the  ministry  in  the  society? 

A.  I  have  taken  part  in  the  discipline  of  the  society  for  twenty  yeifi, 
and  have  been  acknowledged  a  minister,  I  think,  about  nine  jears- 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of,  and  present  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferingi, 
during  its  proceedings  relative  to  a  controversy  at  Wilmington,  in  isjl' 
If  BO,  please  to  relate  what  took  place. 

A.  I  was  a  member  at  that  time,  and  present  on  that  occasion.  The 
controversy  alluded  to,  was  respecting  the  iloctrines  of  Friends,  cos- 
ducted  by  two  persons,  under  the  assumed  names  of  Paul  and  Jmnt 
The  former  writing  against,  and  the  latter  professing  to  defend  the 
society,  and  appearing  to  write  in  its  behalf.  The  manner  in  which  the 
controversy  was  conducted  appeared  to  implicate,  in  some  measure,  the 
reputation  of  Friends,  and  the  subject  was  consequently  introduced  inV 
the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  by  reading  parts  of  some  of  the  essays.  A 
committee  was  appointed  on  the  subject,  consisting  of  John  Cox,  Joni- 
than  Evans,  Samuel  P.  Griffitts,  John  Comly,  Samuel  Bettle,  Thomis 
Wistar,  and  Thomas  Stewardson.  They  produced  to  a  subsequesl 
meeting,  a  written  report,  consisting  of  a  disavoival  of  those  essays,  aad 
also  of  some  extracts  from  the  writings  of  George  ['ox,  William  Pena,  ■ 
Robert  Barclay,  Richard  Claridge,  and  of  the  Declaration  of  Friends  in 
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3.  This  report  was  adopted  by  the  meeting,  and  that  part  which 
;laims  any  connexion  with  the  wriier  of  the  essays,  was  directed  to 
ransmitied  to  ihe  printer,  for  insertion  in  the  volume  of  those  essays, 
1  about  to  be  primed.  A  copy  of  the  minutes  of  the  Mee'ting  for 
erings  on  the  subject,  with  the  exception  of  the  extracts,  is  con- 
ed in  this  paper  marked  A  by  me.  Those  minutes  hive  been  cor- 
ly  transcribed  by  myself  from  the  original  record. 
he  said  copy  of  the  minutes  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of 
iph  Hcndrickson,  and  marked  by  me  Exhibit  No.  46.  [See  Appen- 

.  I  perceive  by  this  minute,  that  it  is  incomplete,  referring  to  some- 

g  which  followed.— Do  those  extracts  of  which  you  have  spoken, 

1  the  writings  of  primitive  Friends,  and  which  have  been  exhibited 

lis  cause,  follow  immediately  after  the  extract  you  have  made,  and 

pleie  the  record? 

.  They  do  so:  and  my  reason  for  not  copying  them,  was,  that  I  un- 

tood  they  had  alreaily  been  exhibited  in  this  cause.     [The  witness 

rsto  Exhibit  No.  12,  as  the  extracts  alluded  to.} 

■  I  interrupted  you  in  your  answer  to  my  former  question,  for  the 

lose  of  calling  your  attention  to  this  minute, — have  you  any  thing 

ler  lo  add  relative  to  the  proceedings  of  that  meeting? 

I  stated  in  the  forepart,  that  only  a  portion  of  the  report  was  dl- 
id  to  be  transmitted  to  the  printer;  the  cause  of  which  was  this:— 
'.  of  the  members  apprehended  that  it  would  be  attaching  more  im- 
tDce  to  the  essays  of  Paul  and  Amicus,  to  transmit  those  extracts, 
an  anonymous  controversy  deserved;  and  the  meeting,  on  delibe- 
f  weighing  the  whole  subject,  came  to  the  conclusion  simply  to  dia- 
'  the  essays. 

muel  P.  GrifHtts  then  roi 
!  excellent  and  valuable  e 
should  be  printed  in  p 
menibers:  and  this  wi 
i;  and  the  committee  o 
listributed. 

Was  that  the  reason  why  the  report  was  dividedf 

That  was  the  reason. 

Was  the  clerk  directed  by  the  meeting  to  place  the  whole  report 

the  minutes? 

He  was  directed  to  do  bo  by  the  meeting:  of  which  I  have  a  clear 
Ustinct  recollection.  This  is  the  simple  history  of  the  origin  and 
:t  of  those  extracts,  which  have  been  contemptuously  denominated 
<d. 

Was  there  any  difference  of  opinion  between  the  members  of  the 
nittee  appointed  on  that  subject,  or  any  disapprobation  expressed? 

1  was  not  a  member  of  the  committee,  and  of  course,  can  only  say 
lat  1  have  been  informed  by  one  of  that  committee,  that  there  was 
fference  of  opinion  in  the  committee  in  reference  to  the  report.  In 
leeting  for  Sufferings,  some  hesitation  was  manifested  by  three  or 
nembers  in  the  morning  sitting;  but  in  the  afternoon  it  was  very 
ontously  adopted;— indeed  the  solemnity  which  prevailed  on  that 
ion*  at  the  reading  of  the  sacred  truths  contained  in  those  extracts, 
td  to  shut  out  all  doubt  respecting  the  measure  then  adopted. 
L.  II 43 


ind  remarked,  that  it  would  be  a  pity 
acts  should  be  lost,  and  proposed  that 
mphlet  form,  for  distribution  amongst  our 
.8  adopted,  I  think,  without  one  dissenting 
1  books  was  directed  to  have  them  printed 
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Q.  1  alluded  particularly  to  the  committee,  at  the  time  of  making  the  i 
report  to  the  meeting;  did  any  of  them  dissent  from  the  report?  J 

A.  There  was  no  dissent  in  relation  to  the  correctness  of  the  reporlja 
but  in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  John  Comly  did  in  some  iodiiMCl 
manner,  the  form  of  which  I  do  not  now  recollect,  coincide  with  the  U^l 
tie  opposition  that  was  made  to  it,  by  the  few  who  spoke  on  the  occaAfcJ 

Q.  By  the  discussion  spoken  of,  in  respect  to  that  report,  do  {■■ 
mean  the  discussion  as  to  whether  the  extracts  should,  or  should  aettaH 
published  in  the  manner  alluded  to  ?  ,JH 

A.  1  have  already  stated  that  in  the  afternoon  the  report  was  Bilaplld|^| 
I  think,  without  a  dissenting  voice.  It  was  in  the  morning,  the  diffio^H 
ty  was  made  by  three  or  four,  and  that  had  relation  to  forwardtafil^H 
whole  report,  as  it  was  prepared  ;  1  think  there  was  no  objection  (Mnli^| 
any  one,  to  the  simple  disavowal  of  ihc  essays.  .     ^H 

Q,  Were  you  present  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  at  the  P'<*?lj^| 
tion  ef  a  minute  from  the  southern  Quarterly  Meeting  in  1836,  pWpBJI^I 
ing  to  bo  a  minute  of  the  appointment  of  new  representatiTCS  tV^H^I 
meeting?  ■#^1 

A.  I  was  present  on  that  occasion.  "f^l 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  took  place,  and  how  it  was  disposetl  A&  '^^H 

A.  It  is  well  known  that  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting  transmiml!^| 
minute  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1825,  proposing  that  a  rule  of  dJH^f 
pitne  should  be  formed,  directing  that  all  important  appointnKSU  ^^H 
made  for  a  limited  time.  Abraham  Lower,  though  not  a  member  ^H 
that  Quarterly  Meeting,  explained  the  words  important  appoitdmmlMtt^^ 
allude  to  elders,  and  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  Tbc  i*|^| 
did  not  open  to  make  any  change  in  the  discipline,  and  the  subj«ct«ifl 
dismissed.  When  the  minute  of  the  southern  Quarter,  appoinliDg neifl 
representatives,  was  produced  in  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  Ulddlfi^| 
cultics  were  stated  in  the  way  of  its  acceptance,  Abraham  Luwu  III  J 
formed  the  meeting  that  he  had  attended  that  Quarter  in  Fiftb-mnAifl 
and  being  an  advocate  for  limited  appointments,  he  had  conscieDdoullfl 
called  the  attention  of  that  meeting  to  a  revision  of  its  i-epresentViN*fl 
He  acknowledged  that  he  had  originated  the  subject  there,  tho>gbl^| 
must  have  known  of  the  recent  decision  of  the  Yearly  Meeting.  Itip- J 
pearcd  to  many  very  much  like  an  attempt  to  accomplish  an  objettbf  1 
contrivance,  which  he  and  others  had  failed  to  effect  in  the  regular  ot^ir  ■ 
of  the  society  in  the  Yearly  Meeting.  The  Meeting  for  Su&ring^J 
aware  of  the  nature  of  its  constitutional  powers,  thought  it  be^tol^B. 
deliberately  in  the  case,  and  verbally  appointed  a  few  F rienilijJ^B^B 
der  the  subject,  and  report  what  course  it  should  appear  to  tMfl^^^H 
for  the  meeting  to  pursue.  They  suggested  to  the  meeting,  *^^^^H 
would  not  be  expedient,  and  tend  to  the  harmonious  resultlwHVl 
subject,  to  appoint  a  committee  to  confer  with  the  Quarterly  HnHHT 
or  a  committee  thereof,  if  such  should  be  appointed.  John  Cox,  Suwd 
Beiile,  Thomas  Wistar,  William  Newbold,  John  Tatum,  were  appoW'  ^  ■ 
,  ed  a  committee  at  that  silting  for  that  purpose,  and  John  Cook  tfi  l. 
Philip  Price,  added  at  the  next  meeting.  In  compliance  with  ttuiVi  ^ 
pointment,  several  of  them  attended  the  succeeding  southern  QnuKnf  b 
Meeting,  with  their  minute;  but  the  Quarterly  Meeting  did  noH 
into  any  conference  with  the  committee  on  the  subject.  They  praM  rtg 
ed  a  report  which  is  contained  in  this  paper,  which  with  the  nihiliMll  ^ 
the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  in  coanexion  with  thai  subject,  it  by 
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narked  B.  These  minutes  were  copied  by  myseir,  and  carefully  coiR* 
^ved. 

The  aaid  copy  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrick- 
UD|  and  marked  Exhibit  No.  AT.     [^See  Appendix.^ 

Q.  Did  you  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  in  lea^t 
Hid  vcre  you  present  at  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  visit  the 
Bbordinale  meetings;  if  so,  please  to  state  the  proceedings  that  took 

A.  I  was  present  on  that  occasion.  In  their  reply  lo  the  second  query, 
ifdch  asks,  "Are  ministers  sound  in  word  and  doctrine, and  careful  to 
liaister  in  the  ability  which  God  gives?"  the  Philadelphia  Quarterly 
beting  staled  some  exception :  and  also,  that  persons  had  been  travelling; 
noiigit  them,  promulgating  sentiments  tending  to  lay  waste  a  belief  in 
irLord  and  Saviour  Jesus  ChrisL  The  clerk,  whose  business  it  ia 
I  {iRpare  a  summary  of  the  replies  from  the  different  Quarters,  had 
Oorporated  this  exception  and  statement  in  the  general  answer.  Some 
ibjteUon  was  made  to  it  in  the  meeting,  but  it  was  decided  that  the 
ir  should  stand  as  prepared.  With  this  conclusion,  William  Jack* 
(pressed  his  concurrence,  and  asked  whether  it  was  to  go  no  fur- 
whether  it  would  not  be  proper,  either  by  epistolary  advice,  or  the 
itment  of  a  committee,  to  render  assistance  to  the  constituent  meet- 
ly? The  latter  suggestion  took  hold  of  the  meeting;  and  after  some 
M  ipent  upon  it,  it  resulted  in  the  appointment  of  such  a  committee; 
which,  however,  some  objection  was  expressed  by  a  number  of  the 
it  as  the  meeting  deliberately  weighed  the  whole  concern) 
>as  settled  in  the  manner  as  stated.  A  copy  of  the  minute  made  on 
occasion  is  contained  on  this  paper,  and  marked  C.  which  I  copied 
n  the  original  record.  On  Fourth-day  morning,  early  after  the  open- 
ly of  the  meeting,  John  Comly  rose  and  expressed  a  desire  that  that 
'Wntlnsion  might  be  reconsidered;  several  Friends  objected  to  opening 
tilt  subject,  which  they  considered  to  have  been  settled:  the  meeting, 
kavever,  did  go  into  a  reconsideration  of  it;  and  it  was,  1  thought,  the 
wiilcnt  and  solid  conclusion  of  the  meeting,  upon  a  large  expression  of 
that  the  measure  was  a  right  one.  1  thought  John  Comly 
himself,  at  the  time,  was  convinced  that  it  was  the  decision  of  the  meeting, 
ti  be  rose  soon  after  the  subject  was  dismissed,  and  bid  the'  meeting  an 
'■ftctioaate  farewell. 

[|hook.] 
Q.  Were  you  a  representative  in  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1837? 
A.  I  was  appointed  by  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting,  one  of  its  re- 
Qtatives  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1827,  and  attended  it  accordingly. 
The  paper  last  referred  to  by  the  witness  this  forenoon,  marked  C.  by 
in,  was  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph  HendricksoiiT  and 
Barked  Exhibit  No.  48. 
^  What  was  the  number  of  representatives  that  year? 
A.  The  whole  number  appointed  was  163  :  Philadelphia  Quartop,  24} 
tbiagton,  28;  Bucks,  34;  Concord,  12;  Cain,  8;  Western,  15;  Southern, 
(  Burlington,  9;  Haddonfield,  10  j  Salemi  '"i  Shrewsbury  and  Rah  way, 
who,  on  being  called,  the  minute  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  says,  "were 

all  present." 
<^'Did  Abington,  Bucks,  and  the  southern  Quarter,  increase  tlieip 
intatives  that  year? 


I 
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A.  They  did  so;  Abington,  for  the  four  preceding  years,  had  thrdl 
times  appointed  13,  and  once  14  representatives;  in  1837  it  appoineedl 
28-     In  each  of  the  precedin(-  four  years,  Bucks  had  appointed  13  re- 
preseniaiives;  in  1827  the  number  was  increased  to  2*.     In  the  «inie 
term  the  southern  Quarterly  Meeting  had  three  limes  appointed  10  re- 
presentatives, and  one  year  only  S ;  in  I82T  the  number  was  incresied     4 
to  15. 

Q.   Were  you  present  in  the  meeting  of  the  representatives,  attbcir 
conference  respecting  the  appointment  of  clerk ;  and  if  so,  will  you  picue 
to  state  what  took  place  on  the  subject  of  the  nomination  to  be  made  to      ■ 
the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A,  The  representatives  were  directed  by  minute,  as  usual,  to  confer 
toeelher*t  the  rising  of  the  first  silting  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  rcspecdiiK  ■ 
a  clerk  and  an  assistant  to  serve  the  meeting  ihat  year.  They  had  icarcelf 
assembled  before  John  Comly  was  nominated  by  one  of  them,  for  cleiki 
and  another  proposed  that  Samuel  fiettle  should  be  continued  ia  tbiC 
station.  As  it  is  customary  in  the  first  place  to  decide  upon  lheexp^- 
diency  of  releasing  the  existing  clerk,  ihe  previous  nomination  of  another 
was  objected  to  until  that  point  should  be  decided.  Some  of  the  rflpre- 
sentatives,  however,  seemed  determined  that  John  Comly  should  be 
nominated,  whilst  others  expressed  themselves  in  favour  of  contitiBi>B 
Samuel  Settle:  a  number,  1  think,  expressed  no  sentiment  either «ij< 
Besides  not  being  prepared  to  release  Samuel  Settle,  there  wert  iiuii* 
perable  objections  to  the  nomination  of  John  Comly.  Some  of  the  re- 
presentatives had  been  pretty  fully  informed  that  he  had  been  h^dine 
private  meetings  in  dilftreni  parts  of  the  Yearly  Meeting;  the  object m 
which  was  reputed  to  be,  to  prepare  the  way  for  a  separation  in  lh« 
society.  I  had  heard  of  several  of  those  meetings ;  one  at  least  at  Wil- 
mington, and  another  at  Darby,  and  I  think  some  at  other  placet.  Oa 
meeting  with  John  Bunting  at  Weston  school  but  a  few  weeks  before 
the  Yearly  Meeting,  I  made  inquiry  of  hira  in  presence  of  a  ntirabtrof 
the  school  committee,  whether  the  report  was  true,  that  such  ameeiioi 
had  been  held  at  Darby :  he  said  that  John  had  had  a  number  of  Frietd* ' 
there  together,  most  of  them,  I  think,  members  of  that  meeting,  mJ 
perhaps  two  who  were  not.  I  asked  him  what  the  object  of  the  meeiiss 
was:  he  said  they  had  been  discussing  the  divided  state  of  thesocieiT- 
1  then  inquired  whether  they  intended  to  separate  from  Friends  al  lie 
approaching  Yearly  Meeting:  he  replied,  "  that  will  depend  upon  cir- 
cumstances." I  asked  him  then  the  question  in  general  terms,  whether 
they  did  not  design  to  separate  from  Friends:  he  said  he  would  notn* 
■wer  the  question.  Reports,  as  I  stated  before,  of  the  nature  and  object 
of  these  private  meetings,  very  much  spread,  and  formed  a  conscieUieiii  I 
objection  in  the  minds  of  Friends,  who  wished  the  preservation  tftlxJ 
society,  to  the  nomination  of  John  Comly  for  clerk  of  the  Yearly  If  ""^ 
independent  of  the  persuasion  that  Samuel  Detlle's  serviceij. 
ceased.  Abraham  Lower,  who  was  very  active  in  behalf  of  Jofanfiic 
pretty  early  in  the  meeting  of  representatives,  called  upon  John  WtM 
to  go  to  the  table  and  draw  up  a  report  proposing  him  for  clerk.  Johnfll  I 
not  seem  disposed  to  obey  his  s.ummons,  and  did  not  comply  with  it  ft^  I 
ceiving  the  impracticability  of  carrying  his  point,  while  all  ihe  repl*"*! 
tatives  partook  in  a  joint  deliberation,  he  attempted  to  divide  then,  bf  | 
proposing  thai  those  who  were  in  favour  of  John  Comly  should  draw  to  tbtii 
back  part  of  the  meeting  house,  and  there  prepare  a  report;  he  acconUiiEifi 


took  a  few  steps  towards  iheaiile,  and  from  six  to  ten  rose  with  him.  This 
Iras  the  first  open  attempt  at  producing  a  separation  amongst  Friends, 
that  I  have  any  knowledj;e  of.  The  measure,  however,  was  protested 
•gainst  as  a  departure  from  the  principles  by  which  the  society  professes 
to  be  governed  in  its  deliberations  and  decisions.  Several  of  the  Quar- 
terly Meetings  had  made  an  unprecedented  increase  in  their  numbers, 
Uid  this  proposal  of  Abraham  Lower's  seemed  to  indicate  a  design  to 
tovcrruie  the  representatives  of  other  Quarters,  by  numbers.  It  created 
leelin^B  of  much  concern,  to  discover  an  attempt  at  mana^ment  and  . 
contrivance  to  accomplish  an  object  in  the  manner  in  which  civil  aod 
political  associations  transact  their  concerns.  Several  Friends  re- 
iprobated  it  in  strong  terms;  and  whether  from  the  opposition  to  it,  or 
Hliuppointment  at  the  smallness  of  the  number  of  those  who  rose  in  uni- 
jiMi  with  it,  they  resutned  their  seats.  Abraham  seemed  very  much  ex- 
icited  at  finding  that  the  representatives  were  neither  to  be  led  nor  driven 
^Dto  his  views,  and  reflected  upon  his  opponents  as  the  few  who  wished 
Uraleover  the  many.  Cephas  Ross  also  became  excited  on  the  occa- 
lion;  and  I  thought  conducted  himself  in  a  way  not  very  becoming  the 
occuion.  He  seemed  to  be  healed  with  the  notion,  which  has  been  in- 
^tislriouBly  spread  in  our  society,  that  others  wished  to  domineer  over 
,  itmn;  and  in  a  very  irreverent  manner,  and  without  any  direct  provoca- 
lion,  he  said  he  "  had  his  commission  from  God,  and  would  resign  it 
tono  man."  I  was  shocked  with  the  use  of  the  sacred  name,  in  tha 
manner  he  expressed  it,  which  to  me,  at  the  time,  seemed  to  amount  to 
I  profanity,  and  I  believe  many  others  had  similar  feelings.  John  Cox 
rose  and  remarked,  that  "  there  was  a  degree  of  decency  and  respect  due 
to  one  another  on  all  occasions,  both  in  civil  and  religious  society,  and 
it  ought  to  be  observed;"  with  some  other  appropriate  remarks  disap- 
]  arobatory  of  such  conduct,  and  which  I  thought  at  the  time,  had  he  any 
'  Keling,  must  have  come  home  closely.  It  had  been  evident  for  a  consi- 
I  dcrable  time,  there  was  no  probability  that  the  representatives  could 
Boite  in  releasing  Samuel  fieitle,  and  it  was  proposed  that  John  Cox 
ihould  report  to  the  meeting,  that  "  way  did  not  open  to  release  him." 
,  Some  of  the  representatives  rejected  this  proposal,  as  I  think  they  said 
WjfdJd  open  in  their  minds  to  release  him.  After  a  considerable  inter- 
chuge  of  sentiments,  it  was  suggested  that  the  report  should  be  modi- 
I  &tdi  and  Jo'hn  Cox  authorized  to  state  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  that  "  the 
Kpreienlaiives  could  not  unite,  or  had  not  united  in  oflering  any  name." 
Tboie  in  favour  of  Samuel  Bettle  preferred  the  first  form  proposed,  but 
)  "(ing  there  was  no  probability  that  it  would  be  acceded  to,  yielded  their 
I  JBdpneota,  and  many  of  those  who  preferred  John  Comly,  expressed 
their  concurrence  with  it.     Abraham  Lower  perceiving  that  the  number 

!'  rfthose  originally  favouring  his  views  was  falling  off,  said  "  my  Friends 
JW  don't  know  what  you  are  doing;  if  that  report  is  made,  Samuel  Bet- 
tle will  be  clerk."  We  had  now  sat  a  long  time;  much  had  been  said; 
ttd  it  appearing  there  was  no  proposition  in  which  the  representatives 
Gmitd  so  generally  unite,  it  was  generally  acquiesced  in;  and  the  repre- 
■eDtatives  broke  up  their  sitting  with  the  clear  understanding,  that  John 
Cox  was  to  report  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  that  they  "  could  not  unite  in 
offering  any  name." 
_  Q.  Did  any  of  the  representatives  leave  the  house  before  that  conclu- 
«ioD  was  come  toF 

A.  No  one  that  I  observed,  except  Cephu  Ross.     He  was  absent, 


^ 
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* 

I  think,  from  twenty  minutes  to  half  an  houri  he  returned  with  a  larse 
Dutch  cake  in  his  hand,  which  he  sat  eating  in  front  of  the  reptesci- 
tatives.  <  ^ 

Q.  Was  it  agreed  by  the  representatives  to  take  their  sense  in  the  1^ 
place,  whether, the  name  of  John  Comly  should  be  reported  to  the  Tea^ 
I7  Meeting? 

A.  There  was  no  such  agreement  whatever. 

Q*  Did  those  who  spoke  in  favour  of  continuing  Samuel  Bettk,  cfaiB 
to  be  the  weightier  part  of  the  representatives,  and  therefore  insist  liMt 
they  ought  to  govern  the  decision?  ' 

A.  They  did  not  make  any  such  claim,  nor  insist  upon  govemiag is 
the  decision.  They  exerqised  their  right  in  speaking  their  sentimoMi^ 
and  without  referring  to  weight,  had  a  much  better  ground  for  pijifW 
ing  the  continuance  of  a  clerk,  who  had  been  theretofore  appoiMeAJB 
the  unity,  and  served  the  meeting  acceptably,  than  those  had,  wk»  ad» 
vocated  a  person  engaged  in  devising  measures  to  revolutionize  IhsJ^ 
cietyt 

Q.  Was  Abraham  Lower  denied  the  right  of  being  heard  on  thatw 
casion,  or  ordered  to  **  sit  down,"  bv  Thomas  Wistar? 

A*  He  was  not  denied  the  right  of  speaking  on  the  occasion;  mfuwu 
he  ordered  by  Thomas  Wistar,  or  any  one  else  to^^  sit  dowiit'*  tkill 
have  any  recollection  of.  He  occupied,  I  think  it  may  be  said*  hmmI 
more  time  in  speaking  than  any  one  else;  and  considerable  objectioawtf 
made  to  some  of  his  sentiments.  It  is  possible  in  consequence  of  hii 
speaking  so  frequently,  he  may  have  been  requested  to  allow  othen^if 
opportunity  tp  express  their  sentiments;  but  there  was  no  attempt  iMds 
to  prevent  him  or  any  one  else  from  exercising  the  right  of  spcakii| 
there* 

Q.  Was  Marden  Wilson  appointed  to  act  as  clerk  for  the  represMti 
tives? 

A.  He  was  not. 

Q.  Did  he  go  to  the  table,  and  if  so,  when,  and  by  whose  authoritj? 

A.  He,  nor  no  one  else  went  to  the  table,  that  I  observed,  during  the 
sitting  of  the  representatives.  If  he  went  there  at  all,  he  had  no  authority 
from  them  to  do  so. 

Q.  Did  John  Cox  go  to  the  table  during  the  sitting  of  the  represen- 
tatives? 

A.  He  did  not  go  there  during  the  sitting  of  the  representatives;  jnst 
as  the  representatives  were  breaking  up,  I  observed  three  or  four  pc^ 
sons  at  the  clerk's  table,  and  as  John  Cox,  and  two  or  three  Fricndi 
passed  me  on  their  way  to  the  south-west  door,  I  requested  them  to 
stop  till  I  inquired  what  was  doing  there.  They  did  so;  when  I  got  to 
the  table,  I  found  a  person  writing  whom  I  did  not  know;  I  asked  the 
question,  what  they  were  about,  but  he  kept  on  writing  without  making 
any  reply,  and  in  about  one  minute  after  1  reached  the  table,  I  saw  the 
south-east  door  opening,  which  I  understand  was  opened  by  one  of  the 
representatives  going  out;  the  meeting  immediately  began  to  convene, 
and  those  at  the  table  hastily  left  it.  Had  John  Cox  have  come  up  into 
the  gallery  to  the  table,  I  think  I  must  have  met  him  as  I  was  coming 
down.  1  believe  he  did  not  go  there  until  he  came  to  take  his  scat  in 
the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Which  table  was  it? 
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\,  It  was  the  table  occupied  by  the  clerk  in  the  upper  gallery,  st^nd- 
^  at  the  top  of  the  passage  way. 

Q.  Did  those  representatives  who  were  in  favour  of  continuing  Samuel 
Itle,  manifest  any  excitement  or  conduct  themselves  arbitrarily  md 
iproperly  on  that  occasion? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  thing  of  the  kind;  but  on  the  contra- 
9 1  thought  there  was  a  good  deal  of  patience  exercised  during  the 
ree  hours'  session  of  the  representatives.  . 

Q.  Was  there  a  conclusion  come  to  by  the  representatives  at  that  sit- 
ig,  to  postpone  the  further  consideration  of  that  subject,  till  eight 
clock  the  next  morning,  or  until  any  future  period? 
A.  There  was  no  conclusion  of  that  kind;  and  the  fact  that  those  per- 
tns  at  the  table  continued  writing  until  the  meeting  convened,  (which, 
)wever,  was  but  a  short  time,)  shows  that  they  did  not  understand  any 
ich  conclusion  to  have  been  come  to;  and  I  have  no  recollection  of 
sarbg  such  a  proposition  made;  if  it  was  made,  it  must  have  been  by 
>me  individual  between  the  breaking  up  of  the  representatives,  and  the 
mvcning  of  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Q.  Halliday  Jackson,  (a  witness  who  has  been  examined  here,)  has 
)oktn  of  an  interview  between  you  and  himself,  at  the  close  of  a  meet- 
ig  at  Byberry,  I  think,  in  Eleventh-mopth,  1826,  relative  to  a  commu- 
teatiofi  made  by  you  in  that  meeting*  Will  you  state  what  passed  upon 
ktt  occasion? 

A.  I  attended  a  meeting  at  Byberry,  appointed  by  George  and  Ana 
sues,  the  precise  time  I  do  not  now  recollect;  in  which  I  spoke  near  the 
lose  of  it.  When  I  came  out  of  the  house,  in  company,  I  think,  with 
iSa  Walmsley,  we  got  into  conversation  near  the  door,^  and  Halliday 
ickson  observing  us,  came  towards  me,  and  said  in  a  very  rude  and  pas- 
MUite  manner,  *^Thee  has  come  here  thb  morning,  with  a  lie  in  thy 
loath."  I  think  I  said  very  little  more  to  him  than  that  it  was  n^t  so*, 
te  going  to  Isaac  Comly's,  where  I  dined,  without  mentioning  to  him 
hat  had  occitrred,  I  inquired  of  him,  whether  what  I  had  said  in  the 
leedng  that  day  was  untrue:  he  replied,  no ;  and  then  asked  why,  did 
ny  one  say  it  was?  He  was  then  in  the  station  of  an  elder  in  that  meet- 
ig,  and  I  should  suppose  must  have  been  better  acquainted  with  the 
members  of  it  than  Halliday  Jackson  was;  and  had  there  been  the  least 
round  for  Halllday's  charge,  I  think  Isaac  Comly's  candour,  would  not 
ave  allowed  him  so  flatly  to  contradict  it. 

Q.  Is  he  the  brother  of  John  Comly,  and  has  he  gone  off  with  him  in 
le  secession? 

A.  He  is  so,  and  has  gone  wttb  him. 

Q.  Is  John  Bunting,  spoken  of  by  you,  alsa  ona  of  that  partyl 
A.  He-is  one  of  that  party. 

I, 

And  the  said  William  Evans  being  evoss'^xamined  on  the  part  of  the 
omplainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  further  saithi 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.  Did  you  leave  the  meeting  of  the  representa- 
^▼es  when  the  doors  were  opened  and  the  people  thronged  in? 

A.  I  was  at  the  clerk's  table  at  the  time  the  doors  were  opened ;  and 
'hen  those  who  were  there  also  dispersed,  I  went  down  out  of  the  gal- 
cry,  but  whether  I  left  the  meeting  immediately,  I  cannot  recollect. 

Q.  From  the  inquiry  you  made  of  the  person  writing  at  the  table,  I 


ing  those  around  the  tatri 


:ed  among  those  indiTidtuk' 
meeting  convened ;  but 
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inTer  you  did  not  hear  what  had  passed 
that  led  to  the  writing  that  was  goinR  or 

A>  I  did  not  hear  any  thing  that  p: 
around  that  table:  they  said  nothing  as  t 
ply  dispersed,  while  1  was  at  the  table. 

C}.  Was  it  staled  to  the  meeting  of  the  representatives,  as  a  ground  of 
objection  to  John  Comly's  serving  as  clerk,  that  he  had  been  holdiig 
private  meetings  to  divide  the  society! 

A.  I  do  not  distinctly  recollect  that  it  was  mentioned;  and  yet,  I 
think,  I  made  some  remarks  myself  alluding  to  it.  There  was  not,  hoif- 
ever,  much  discussion  respecting  John  Comly  on  the  part  of"  those wto 
were  not  prepared  to  release  Samuel  Bettle;  they  contined  their  remirki 
very  much  to  him,  as  not  yet  having  fulfilled  his  services. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  to  appoint  the  clerk  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  tnrj 
year? 

A.  It  is  customary  either  to  continue  the  same  clerk,  or  appointu- 
otherin  his  place. 

Q,  Are  all  who  were  appointed  on  the  committee,  by  the  select  Vci^ 
ly  Meeting,  members  of  the  same  society  that  you  are? 

A.'  Three  of  them  are  deceased,  the  rest  are  members  of  the  relipow 
Society  of  Friends. 

The  question  is  again  read  to  the  witness,  when  he  further  wiswer*- 
,1  am  a  member  of  the  religious  Society  of  Friends,  to  which  they  »l« 
belong. 

Q.  Did  those  who  are  deceased  continue  to  belong  to  the  same 
gious  society  during  their  lives? 

A.  They  did  so. 

Q.  From  what  select  Preparative  Meeting  did  the  report  of  ni 
ness  in  the  ministry  come,  which  occasioned  the  appointment  uS 
committee? 

A.  I  am  unable  to  say  what  Preparative  Meeting  it  came  from: 
part  of  it  which  speaks  of  persons  travelling  amongst  them  propagi 
sentiments  derogatory  to  the  character  of  our  Lord,  went  up  from 
Preparative  Meeting  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  the  southern  dittfi 

Q.  Do  you  yourself  and  Jonathan  Evans  belong  to  that  PrepantiW 
Meeting? 

A.  We  do. 

Q.  Yourself  and  Thomas  Evans  are  sons  of  Jonathan  EvansP 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  a  report  is  made  to  a  meeting  of  the  society  by  s  cotBni^ 
tee,  is  it  usual  for  those  who  did  not  concur  in  committee,  form^O 
dissent  on  the  presentation  of  the  report?  '    ' 

A.  It  is  not  usual. 

Q.  When  the  committee  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  which  repi* 
ed  the  disavowal  oF  the  responsibility  of  the  society  for  the  writing!" 
Amicus,  made  their  report,  was  it  accompanied  by  the  extracts  spokM 
of,  as  part  of  the  report  ? 

A.  It  was  so. 

Q.  Who  presented  those  extracts  for  the  consideration  of  the  t 
tnittee? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  selected  or  prepared  them  i 

A.  I  do  not. 
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.  Do  you  know  who  prepared  the  declaraiion  iuued  by  yotir  Ycwiy 

:ting  in  1838f 

.  It  wai  prepared  by  a  comRiittec  of  the  Heeting  for  SuSeiing;s, 

■e  names  I  do  not  now  recollect. 

.  Can  rou  not  recollect  any  of  ihemP 

■  Well,  I  can  recollect  a  few  of  them;  and  if  it  is  proper,  can  itate 
part  of  the  committee,  but  ii^ill  be  very  imperfect.     I  Ihink  John 

,  Hinchro&n  Haines,  Joseph  Whitall,  Samuel  Bettlc,  and  myself, 
:  part  of  the  committee— but  my  recollection  of  them  is  so  impcr- 

I  am  not  certain  as  to  all  these^-ond  I  think  there  was  a  consider- 

number  more.    . 

On  whom  did  the  labour  of  its  composition  principally  derolTC  I 

■  1  drew  up  a  aketch  of  the  declaration,  which  waa  afterwards  modi- 
and  added  to,  by'the  committee. 

You  say  you  were  informed  by  one  of  the  committee  that  reported 
extracts,  that  there  was  no  division  in  the  committer— who  was  that 
on? 

.  I  think  my  father  stated  to  me  that  there  was  no  division  In  the 
mittee  in  relation  to  it. 

Have  you  no  information  by  general  repute,  or  otherwise,  as  to 
prepared  those  extracts? 

I  have  no  general  repute  on  the  subject,  nor  did  I  ever  hear,  that  I 

any  recollection  of,  who  did  prepare  them. 

The  extracts  themselves  do  not  mention  the  authora,  books,  or 
s,  whence  they  vtvt  made  ? 

They  do  noL 
le  testimony  being  read  over,  the  witne8>i  on  recollection,  adds  lo 
isswer,  last  but  one,  that  he  has  no  further  general  repute  on  the 
tet,  than  what  has  been  communicated  through  an  anonymoua 
phlet  which  haa  been  circulated,  entitled  "  The  Hole  in  the  Wall," 
Dicb  there  are  certain  caricatures,  designed  to  represent,  as  he  ha» 
Taiood,  various  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings}  and  one  oC 
I,  Jonathan  Evans, pointing  to  the  extracts,  and  sitting  at  adeskprc- 
ngtbem.  If  information  thus  given  constitutes  general  repute,  I 
:  such  repute,  bul  not  otherwise. 

nd  further  this  affirmant  saith  not.  Wiixiaii  EviiRs. 

firmed  and  subscribed  at  the  house  of  William  Ridgway,  in  Camden, 
K  count}'  of  Gloucester,  this  5tb  day  of  April,  1831,  coram, 

J.  J.  FosTsa, 
Matter  and  Exammer. 
djoumed  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Wednesday  morning,  April  6,  10  o'clock.     Examinatiod  coMinved, 

Knt  as  before. 

)HH  Paul  of  Philadelphia,  a  witness  produced  on  the  part  of  Joseph  , 

idrickson,  alleging  himself  to  be  conscientiously  scrupulous  of  Ukin^    — 

>ith,  and  being  duly  affirmed  according  to  law,  on  his  solemn  affiri 

ioD,  declareth  and  saith: 

notion  by  Mr.  Sioan.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends! 

■  Yes,  I  am  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  and  have  h«eii  a 
>ber  from  my  childhood- 

■  What  i«  your  ^e? 

•  I  tm  fifty-nine  years  of  age. 

Ok  n.— M 
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Q.  Were  jrou  a  repreMntatite  to  the  yearly  Meeting;  of  1857  f 
A.  I  was  appointed  a  represemaiive  by  the  Philadelphia  QuirtcHi 
Meeiing.  to  the  Yearly  Meeiifig  of  isar. 

Q.  Will  you  slate  what  occurred  in  the  meeting  of  ippresentatWti. 
in  their  meeting  held  that  year,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  tfe 
name  «f  a  suitable  person  lo  be  nominated  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  fu.- 
their  clerk  ?  * 

'  A.  At  the  rlae  of  the  first  sitting  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  the  reprt- 
■entatives  were  directed  to  remain  together  to  agree  upon,  and  propoK 
to  the  Yearly  Meeting  a  Friend  to  serve  it  aa  clerk,  and  one  to  uiiii 
him.     They  accordingly,  after  the  rise  of  that  meeting,  drew  logeihrr, 
and  before  they  were  settled  John  Comly's  name  v/as  offered  in  neini- 
nattoit  for  clerli.     Samuel  Bettle  was  also  named.     It  was  stated  ih^i 
it  was  usual  for  the  representatives,  pre Tio us  to  considering  anysrw 
aomlnallon,  to  consider  whether  they  were  prepared  to  release  theekrk 
thai  had  acted  the  preceding  year.     Sereral  Friends  expressed,  aathtir 
judgment,  that  the  time'  for  releasing  Samuel  Beule  had  not  yet  tf- 
rived,   and    they  united    in    his   continuance.      The    friends    of  Jola 
.  Comly  insisted,  that  as  he  was  first  named,  the  consideration  of  Ut 
appointment  ought  first   lo  take  place.     A   number    of   Friends  a- 
pressed  their  sentiments  in  favour  of  one  or  the  other  of  the  nand 
proposed;  and  in  support  of  the  nomination  of  Samuel  Bettle,  it  asi 
■tated  that  no  objections  had  been  made  to  his  services  as  clerk.    Hi* 
opponents  were  also  reminded,  that  at  the  close  of  the  Yearly  Mm- 
ing  the  preceding  year,  several  of  them  had  expressed  their  satisfictiN 
with  his  services.     It  was  also  stated,  that  it  had  been  reported,  ul 
Mieved  to  be  a  fact,  that  John  Comly  had  held  a  number  of  meetiap 
a  short  time  previously,  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  division  tn  dK' 
religious  Society  of  Friends,  and  was,  therefore,  very  unsuitable  U>K 
appointed  as  clerk  to  the  Yearly  Meeting.     A  number  of  re prcsenlalivet 
again  expressed  their  sentiments,  some  in  favour  of  the  one,  and  tome    f 
in  favour  of  the  other  of  the  persons  whose  names  were  propoicd  »    I 
clerk.     The  friends  of  John  Comly  claimed  to  have  the  majority,  and 
therefore,  he  ought  to  be  appointed,  as  they  alleged:  it  was  stated  that    i 
the  majority  ought  not  to  govern;  that  it  never  had  been  the  practice  af    ' 
the  society  to  go  by  majorities;  and  in  the  present  case,  iliere  wooldbe 
injustice  in  it:  because  it  was  represented,    that  Abington  Quarterly 
Meeting,  and  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting,  had  each  of  them  doubled  thdr    ■ 
representatives,  and  that  the  somhern  Quarterly  Meeting  had  added  o»<    i 
half  more  to  the  number  of  their  representatives  Lhan  they  had  usuifly   j 
appointed.     They,  however,  urged  that  the  (juestion  should  be  setlW    j 
by  a  vote;  by  the  majority:  and  Abraham  Lower  called  upon  John  Wit-    [ 
son  to  go  to  the  clerk's  table,  and  lake  down  the  names  of  all  those  wbo 
were  in  favour  of  John  Comly.     He  was  urged  to  this  by  some  other    , 
individuals  ;  but  a  number  of  elderly  respectable  FiiL-iids  olijccicd  to  asf 
question  among  the  representatives  lo  the  Yearly  Meeting  being  settled    I 
in  that  way;  stating,  that  it  was  a  novel  procedure,  and  what  had  not 
been  countenanced  by  the  society.     John  Watson,  finding  that  therewi 
so  great  opposition  to  the  proposal,  excused  himself  on  that  accow 
and  declined  to  go  to  the  table.     Abraham  Lower,  still  bent  upon  hi 
purpose,  proposed,  that  those  that  were  in  favour  of  John  Comly  should 
go  over  to  the  eastern  aide  of  the  house;  he  rose  and  took  a  few  sitjn 
ill  that  direction  himself,  and  a  few  others  rose  also:  but 
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'.*?  *B^'"  opposed,  and  proicslfd  againsi,  by  a  coiiuderable  number  of 
Viends:  and  ihat  cfrort  Failed  alsof  that  effort  to  take  (he  sense  by  a  ma- 
lorily.  One  individual,  I  recollect,  after  protesting  against  that  method, 
ai  being  contrary  to  the  usaije  of  society,  stated,  that  it  could  not  be 
conceded  to  ilie  Quarterly  Meetings  of  Abington  and  Bucks,  and  the 
southern  Quarter,  (who  had  increased  their  representatives,  as  was  slat- 
ed,) to  effect  their  own  views  by  thus  taking  the  other  Quarterly  Meet- 
ings by  surprise;  and  the  representatives  were  competent,  if  that  mode 
■ai  tnatsted  upon,  and  ought  to  determine  who  had  a  right,  and  who 
iad  not  a  right  to  vote,  or  to  be  heard  on  the  occaaion;  1  don't  kqow 
that  I  have  the  precise  words,  but  such  was  the  substance;  that  it  coult) 
Hat  be  expected  that  nil  ibe  representatives,  so  increased  by  the  Abiig- 
wn,  Bucks,  and  southern  Quarters,  had  a  voice  equal  with  the  represep- 
Uiives  of  those  Quaiteily  Meetings,  where  bi^t  a  small  number  of  r^pre- 
wnutives  were  appointed.  These  remarks  caused  considerable  excite- 
nient  in  several  uf  those  who  favoured  the  appointment  of  John  Conity. 
Cephas  Ross,  I  recollect,  made  a  pretty  long  harangue  on  the  occasion,. 
in  which  he,  as  I  thought,  very  irreverently  declared,  that  "he  had  re- 
ceived his  commission  frum  God  Almighty,  and  would  give  it  up  to  no 
"■an."  I  think  he  made  use  of  those  words  twice,  in  the  course  of  his 
caininunicalion.  The  representatives  finding  they  were  not  likely  to 
fEf«  on  either  of  the  naimes  that  was  proposed  or  npminated  for  clerk, 
'I  was  proposed  that  John  Cox  should  report  to  the  Yearly  Meeting, 
that  way  did  not  open  in  the  minds  of  the.  representatives  to  release 
Samuel  Bellle."  This  was  objected  to  by  a  considerable  tiumber  of  the 
friends  of  John  Comly  ;  and  it  was  suggested  to  alter  the  phraseology, 
x>  as  [hat  John  Cox  should  report,  "  that  the  representatives  CQuld  not 
•?ree  upon  any  name  to  offer  to  the  meeting  as  clerk."  This  proposi- 
■wn  seemed  to  he  approliated  by  a  considarable  number  of  the  friends 
of  John  Comly,  ivhich  seemed  to  alarm  Abraham  J^wer,  and  he  arose 
nd  cautioned  his  friends  to  '*  take  care  what  they  were  about;  if  there 
*a«  no  name  reported  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  clerk,  Samuel  Bettle 
ootUd  be  the  cleik."  The  subject  continued  under  discuasioa  for  a 
•Wtihne,  and  it  appeared  to  gain  more  advocates.  Abraham  again 
'*te,  and  expressed  himself,  I  think,  nearly  in  these  words,  or  enUrely 
>OiU  near  as  1  can  recollect;  **  My  friends,  I  want  you  to  understand 
Vbat  you  arc  going  to  do:  if  there  is  no  name  reported  to  the  Yearly 
Meeting  for  clerk,  Samuel  Betlle  will  be  the  clerk,  as  a  matter  of  course." 
I'he  proposition,  however,  seemed  lo  be  united  with  more  fully  than 
Mr  thing  else  that  had  come  before  the  representatives,  and  it  was  coa- 
EJaded  that  John  Cox  should  make  the  report  as  before  stated;  and  the 
^presentaiives  were  about  to  disperse,  when  Abraham  Lower  again 
:«ld  his  friends,  that  if  there  was  no  name  reported  to  the  Yearly  Meet- 
wg,Samuel  Bciile  would  be  appointed  the  clerk:  and  called  upon  all  those 
who  were  favourable  lo  ilie  appointment  of  John  Comly,  to  come  up  to 
'he  clerk's  table,  and  si^n  a  report  to  that  effect.  He  wpnt  up  to  the 
clerk's  table,  in  the  upper  gallery,  I  think,  and  a  few  other*  went  up 
with  him.  perhaps  cii^iii  or  ten  individuals,  and  the  re presenta lives  dis- 
persed: the  time  to  which  the  next  sitting  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  stood 
•djourned  having  nearly  or  quite  arrived,  the  representatives  opened  the 
^Hrs  to  withdraw,  and  the  meeting  assembled,  while  those  I  have  man- 
tioned,  wer«  in  the  gallery,  1  think;  I  then  went  out  of  the  house  <s 
jftieadi  were  coining  in. 
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Q.  Was  there  any  agreement  come 
sider  the  nomination  of  John  Comly  firsir 
A.  Such  a  proposition  was  made;  but  there 

Q.  Was  Abraham  Lower  denied  the  right  of  being  heard,  and  or^ltf- 
ed  to  "  sit  down"  by  Thomas  Wistar? 

A.  No.  He  was  not  denied  being  heard;  nor  was  he  ordered  toMl 
down  by  Thomas  Wistar:  so  far  as  I  have  any  recollecti- 
liefei  however,  from  his  frequent  speaking,  and  taking  up  so  much  line 
of  the  representatives,  that  he  was  retiuesled  to  let  others  hare  ao op- 
portunity of  expressing  Iheir  sentiments  also. 

Q.  Was  Marden  Wilson  appointed  to  act  as  their  clerk,  by  the  rtprc 
sentativesP 

A.  The  representatives  had  no  clerk.  I  do  not  know  Marden  WUmh, 
and  I  do  not  recollect  to  have  heard  his  name  mentioned 

Q.   Did  any  of  the  representatives  leave  ihe  house  before  it  was  con- 
cluded that  John  Cox  should  report  as  you  have  stated,  or  was  that  i 
elusion  come  to  whilst  all  the  representatives  continued  in  session? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  any  of  the  representatives  left  the  bi 
before  that  conclusion  was  come  to,  further  than  merely  to  step  oat  id 
return  again;  and  further,  I  believe  they  were  all, or  nearly  all,  prrtt* 
when  that  report  was  agreed  upon — oil,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  Was  there  any  conclusion  come  to,  to  adjourn  the  further  conit'' 
deration  of  this  question  until  8  o'clock  the  next  morning,  or  lo  uj 
other  time? 

A.  There  was  not  any  conclusion  come  to  by  the  represenlatiTCt  to 
adjourn,  to  any  time,  the  further  consideration  of  that  questitnt. 

And  the  said  John  Paul  being  cross-examined,  on  the  part  of  ibtnB- 
plainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  further  sailh: 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.  Which  of  the  persons  nominated  fordetii 
were  you  in  favour  of? 

A.  I  was  in  favour  of  Samuel  Bettle;  because  he  had  for  a  nUD^r* 
years  previously  served  the  meeting  to  good  satisfaction,  as  f u*  U  t 
could  judge.     Perhaps  I  should  have  preferred  him  to  any  other 
that  could  have  been  offered;  but  particularly  in  preference  to  do' 
that  was  opposed  lo  him,  for  the  reasons  assigned  among  the  re] 
lives. 

Q.  Has  it  not  been  according  to  the  discipline  and  practice  of 
society  rather  to  avoid  the  long  continuance  of  the  same  clerk  in 
that  others  may  also  be  exercised  in  the  same  duties? 

A.  I  believe  that  has  not  been  the  case  in  our  Yearly  Meeting;  ori 
the  Yearly  Meeting  particularly.  Samuel  Bettle  had  been  appoiotMbr 
a  considerable  number  of  years,  as  the  subject  passed  under  the  rerieW 
of  the  representatives  every  year;  so  long  as  it  is  supposed  his 
have  not  ceased,  I  apprehend  he  will  continue  to  be  appointed. 

Q.  Is  it  considered  the  business  of  the  representatives  every  yeari 
nominate  suitable  persons  to  serve  the  meeting  for  that  year? 

A.  It  is  BO. 

Q.  Is  there  any  limitation  imposed  by  the  discipline  on  the  Qaarttf 
Meetings,  as  to  the  number  of  representatives  they  shall  send  to  tl 
Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  know  of  no  discipline  that  will  prevent  the  Quarterly  MeetiB_ 
from  appointing  as  many  representatives  as  they  may  think  expedieal 
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:re  has,  however,  been  practice  in  the  case,  wherein  t  certain  nvmber 

representativea  have   been  appointed  from  each   of  the  Quarterly 

etlngs.     Philadelphia   Quarter    had    Ihret    repreientatiTes   to  each 

nthly  Meeting.     Most  of  the  others,  where  they  appointed,  particu- 

I7  out  of  the  Monthly  Meetings,  I  think  had  two  to  each,  for  a  aum- 

'  of  years  previous  to  1837}  and  I  believe  some  of  the  Quarters  are  in 

:  practice  of  appointing  out  of  the  meeting  at  large:  their  number  is 

rb^ps  generally  smaller. 

).  tta  all  the  Quarterly  Meetings,  would  not  those  of  each  of  the  par- 

1  that  divided  the  society,  have  an  opportunity  of  nominating  repre- 

native  sP 

A.  They  would)  doubtless,  all  have  an  opportunity  of  nominating  r«- 

eientatlves. 

Q.  Did  those  Quarters  which  you  say  increased  their  representation  in 

37,  send  more  than  at  the  rate  of  three  representatives  for  each  of 

(ir  Monthly  Meetings? 

A.  I  understand  it  to  have  been  so,  tbat  they  sent  fovr  for  each  of 

eir  Monthly  Meetings,  except  the  southern  Qaarlcr,  and  that  sent 

t«. 

Q.  Who  informed  the  representatives  that  John  Comly  had  held  pri- 

te  meetings  to  divide  the  society? 

A.  I  think  it  was  stated  as  a  matter  of  common  repute,  by  more  than 

t;  I  think  I  stated  it  myself,  or  alluded  to  it  rather — I  don't  know 

u  I  was  the  first  that  mentioned  it.    1  had  heard  it  previously,  fre- 

enily. 

Q.  Was  it  so  distinctly  stated  to  the  meeting  of  the  representatives. 

It  they  could  all  hear  and  understand  that  you  made  such  allegation 

ainst  John  Comly^ 

A.  Tjbat  is  a  question  I  am  not  capable  of  answering:  the  houhe  is  a 

^  one,  my  voice  is  not  very  strong,  and  whether  I  was  heard  over 

:  whole  house  or  not,  in  my  allusion  to  the  subject,  I  am  not  able  to 

1}.  You  only  then  alluded  to  the  subject,  without  distinctly  asserting 
Tor  Ibe  information  of  the  meeting! 

A.  As  I  stated  before,  I  think  I  was  not  the  first  that  made  mention 
ii,  though  I  alluded  to  it  as  having  heard  it  before,  in  a  voice  that  I 
ppose  might  have  l>een  heard  for  a  considerable  distance  from  me.  I 
iigned  to  have  been  heard. 

Q.  Did  any  body  call  upon  the  repreientatives  to  vote  the  question 
It  divided  them? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  precisely  in  that  term  they  were  so  called  upon; 
I  what  I  consider  a  vote,  is  determining  the  sense  by  the  majority. 
Q.  When  your  opponents  insisted  upon  settling  the  question  by  ma- 
rities,  what  did  you  insist  was  the  rule  to  settle  it  by? 
A.  There  was  no  rule  insisted  upon;  but  that  was  a  mode  that  never 
d  been  resorted  to  in  the  society,  as  was  stated  by  several  Friends,  to 
He  the  question  by. 

Q.  When  the  principle  of  numbers  was  objected  to,  was  there  no 
)de  pointed  out,  by  those  opposed  to  it,  as  the  proper  one  for  coming 
a  decision? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  there  was  any  precise  mode  pointed  out, 
lerthan  what  was  usually  practised  in  the  Society  of  Friends.  There 
generally  a  yielding,  where  there  is  a  difference  of  sentiment,  of  one 
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bftrty  to  ihe  other;  and  1  apprehend  previously  to  that  time,  hul 
Friend,  however  high  his  Btanding-,  h&ve  been  proposed  for  clerk  to 
V^&rl;  Meeting,  and  the  representatives  had  been  inforined  of  his  hat 
been  charged  with  holding  meeting*,  with  a  view  to  make  a  separal 
in  the  society,  whether  that  charge  was  correct  or  not,  I  think  ll 
would  have  yielded  their  sentimenis. 

Q,  Would  they  have  yielded,  if  they  believed  he  was  endeavourb{ 
save  the  society,  and  the  other  to  destroy  iiP 

A.  That,  to  be  sure,  might  alter  the  case;  but  no  such  allegation  « 
made  as  related  to  John  Comly,  that  I  heard  of. 

Q.  If  neither  party  will  yield,  how  is  the  decision  to  take  place? 

A.  The  case  must  be  disposed  of,  I  should  suppose,  as  it  wisia  I 
year  1827,  when  a  report  was  made  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  that  the  J 
presentatives  could  not  agree  upon  any  name  ai  clerk. 

Q.  If  a  meeting  of  the  society  then  is  divided,  and  neither  party  * 
submit  to  the  other,  it  is  not  to  be  considered  as  carrying  the  tatu* 
that  they  are  disagreed  about? 

Witness.  Doe*  the  counsel  allude  to  mectmgs  of  representatiTCt, 
.'  other  meetings,  when  there  are  clerks  to  act  for  the  meeting? 

CounseL  1  allude  to  the  meetings  of  the  society  generally. 

A.  In  most  other  meetings,  or  in  all,  perhaps,  all  meetings  of  butinei 
the  meeting  has  a  clerk  whose  duty  it  is  to  collect  the  sense  of  the  latt 
ingt  And  where  there  is  a  division  of  sentiment,  if  he  is  rightly  qualiBi 
to  act  as  a  clerk,  he  will  be  able  to  discern.on  which  side  □rtheques(i( 
the  greatest  weight  of  the  subject  will  prepondcralu  ;  and  be  able  lo  rail 
the  decision  accordingly. 

Q.  What  are  we  to  understand  by  a  righ/  guali/icr'fian  in  tbo  clcrt; 

A.  An  overshadowing  of  that  power  which  is  not  at  his  own  can 
mand,  and  which  will  enable  him  to  make  proper  decisions. 

Q.  Do  the  speakers  in  the  society  deliver  their  sentiments  whenrightl 
<iualificd,  under  the  same  divine  authoriiyp 

A.  When  rightly  qualified,  of  course  they  do. 

Q.  If  there  be  no  clerk  present,  as  in  the  representatives,  who  isli 
judge  whether  the  speakers  speak  from  right  qualification,  or  not! 

A.  I  suppose  every  individual  will  jud|;e  in  such  case. 

Q.  If  the  clerk  thinks  that  what  is  delivered  by  ihe  voices  of  >fc» 
though  against  that  of  the  body  of  the  meeting,  is  the  prepondcntis{ 
weight  of  the  subject,  is  he  bound  to  record  it  as  the  sense  of  the  meetii| 

A.  The  clerk  of  a  meeting,  J  apprehend,  must  be  satisfied  in  his  ov 
mind,  what  is  the  true  and  solid  sense  of  the  meeting;  and  when  he J 
fully  satisfied  himself  on  that  subject,  I  should  suppose  it  was  hinlil; 
to  record  it  accordingly,  under  the  covering  previously  spoken  of. 

Q.  If  it  be  not  the  true  and  solid  sense  of  the  meciing,  though  Ih 
clerk  may  deem  it  to  have  the  sanction  referred  to,  can  he  record  it* 
the  sense  of  the  meeting  against  the  will  of  the  meeting? 

A,  I  know  of  no  such  occurrence  having  taken  place. 
'    Q.  When  the  clerk  essays  a  minute  of  what  he  apprehends  to  bctk 
sense  of  the  meeting,  is  it  usually  read  to  ascertain  whether  he  has* 
the  sense  of  the  meeting? 

A.  It  is  usually  so  read. 

Q.  Is  it  then  open  for  propositions  to  alter  or  change  it? 

A.  If  the  clerk  is  deemed  not  to  have  taken  tlie  ubi 
I  presume  it  would  be  open  for  disouaim 
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Q.  Do  not  committees  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  usaally  report  (heir 
-use,  hy  the  signature  of  those  who  concur  in  hi 
A.  I  believe  that  is  not  a  general  practice,  as  far  as  I  am  acquainted 
ith  it.  ' 

Q.  Is  it  the  case  in  respect  to  appeals? 

A.  In  the  case  of  appeals,  I  believe  those  faTouring  the  report  usually 
ifnit. 

Q.  Do  those  vho  do  not  favour  it? 

A.  I  was  going  to  add  to  the  other  answer,  that  the  decision  in  cases 
if  appeal  are  subject  to  the  approbation  of  the  meeting,  for  them  to 
idopt  it,  or  otherwise.  Those  who  do  not  favour  the  report,  I  believe 
do  not  sign  it. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  know  of  an  instance  in  which  the  report  of  a  com- 
uiltee  on  appeals  was  overruled  by  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  of  any  such  case;  I,  however,  remember,  thit 
cilherin  the  case  of  Ezra  Comfort  or  Isaiah  Bell,  or  both,  aitd  I  am  not 
tleir  whether  one  or  the  other,  or  both,  when  the  report  was  made 
■gainst  the  judgment  of  Abing'ton  Quarterly  Meeting,  reinstating  them 
»Sain  to  their  rights  of  membership,  that  it  was  proposed  not  to  accept  _ 
ibe  report;  it  was,  however,  overruled  by  the  meeting;  the  opposition  ' 
yu  overruled. 

Q.  By  whom  was  it  proposed  in  the  meeting  of  the  representatives, 
hat  John  Cox  should  report  that  the  representatives  could  not  agree  on 
he  name  of  a  clerk  to  serve  the  meeting? 

A.  My  memory  does  not  serve  me  to  answer  that  question:  the  Im- 
rcision  on  my  mind,  however,  is,  that  the  variation  from  the  first  pro- 
osition  was  made  by  one  of  those  who  favoured  John  Comly;  but  I 
innot  recollect  who  it  was. 

Q.  Was  It  the  expectation  of  those  who  opposed  the  nomination  of 
>tHiCamly,ihat  under  such' a  report,  Samuel  Bettle  would  be  continued 
I  the  clerk? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  having  heard  any  one  deliver  a  sentiment 
k  that  subject,  with  (he  exception  of  Abraham  Lower,  and  perhaps  two 
■  three  others,  who  united  with  him  in  that  .view,  of  his  own  party. 

Q.  You  had  not  then  any  idea  that  if  no  nomination  for  a  new  clerk 
>Di(ld  be  agreed  on,  that  the  former  one  would  continue  to  serve  the 
iteiing?  , 

A.  I  cannot  answer  for  the  sentiments  of  those  who  I  never  heard  ex- 
ress  themselves  on  the  subject;  but  as  to  myself,  when  Abraham  Lower 
>ade  the  suggestion,  I  apprehended  it  would  be  so. 

Q.  Did  the  representatives  make  an  adjournment  of  thejr  sitting  bf 
SBeral  agreement,  of  were  they  Interrupted  by  the  gathering  of  the 
early  Meeting? 

A.  1  understood  it,  by  general  agreement;  they  were  not  interrupted, 
1  far  as  my  memory  serves'me,  until  the  representatives  opened  the 
jors  to  retire.  Thure  were,  however,  some  Tew  that  I  suppose  werft 
)l  prepared  to  adjourn,  inasmuch  as  a  company  of  eight  or  ten  went  to 
ic  table  of  the  clerk  of  the  Yearljr  Mating,  at  the  request  of  Abraham 
ower,  as  before  stated. 

fMOOM.] 

^'.  repreientadTCi)  that  ihcy  should  not  meet 
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Bt  any  future  lime  to  complele  the  business  devolved  upon  them  bfi 
Yearly  Meeting,  and  the  usage  of  the  soeietyp 

A.    There  was  no  agi^ement  came  to  of  any  kind;  there  was  n 
position  to  that  eflect,  that  I  recollect;  aa  to  any  adjournment  I  spe^, 

Q.  Was  it  agreed  that  the  subject  should  be  referred  to  thecoosidM 
tion  and  decision  of  the  Yearly  Meeting?  ' 

A.  1  know  of  no  other  agreement  come  to  by  the  rep  re  sen  tali  res,  tha 

that  John  Cox  should  report  that  they  could  not  agree  u ■" 

to  propose  to  the  meeting  as  clerk. 

Q.  Is  Isaac  Comly,  spoken  of  yesterday,  a  brother-in-law  of  WUIiin 

A.  I  do  not  know  Isaac  Comly  when  I  see  him;  but  1  have  undenlMil 
'       be  is  a  brother-in-law  of  William  Evans;  they  married  sisters,  ulni 
dersland. 

*The  counsel  for  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  rests  the 
nation  of  John  Paul,  and  the  testimony  being  read  ov*r  to 
further  he  saith  not.  Johk  PmL> 

Affirmed  and  subscribed  as  aforesaid,  at  the  house  of  Williiinlti^ 
Way,  in  Camden,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  this  sixth  day  of  .^$ 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-one.  .    r    — 

The  counsel  for  Joseph  Hendrickson  here  produced  to  the  examiiitti 

certified  copy  of  an  order  of  his  Excellency  the  Chancellor,  granting Iciflt 

to  the  said  Joseph  Hendrickson,  further  to  examine  Samuel  Craft  ■iL 

Thomas  Evans,  as  witnesses  in  this  cause,  bearing  date  March  !>U| 

t/#      /j'^""'  '"  P"''^''*""  of  which  order, 

I  V/W^"  Samukl  Chaft,  a  witness  heretofore  examined  on  the  part  of  the  JiH 
^.     ""r  Joseph  Hendrickson,    being  recalled,    and  alleging  hi 

scicntiously  scrupulous  of  taking  an  oath,  afRrmcd  according  to  \V,oi 
his  solemn  affirmation  declareth  and  sailh: 

Question  by  Mr.  Sloan.  Have  you  the  records  of  the  Ch«tet&clil 
Monthly  Meeting,  of  which  you  are  a  member,  which  have  not  ilrcadf 
been  exhibited  here? 

A.    I  have  all  the  records  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting,  wMd 

were  in  the  possession  of  David  Clark  at  the  time  of  the  sepanliotfjl 

think  they  commence  in  the  year  1797.  ■  j 

Q.  Will  you  produce  them,  that  they  may  be  made  exhibits  1b l9 

cause? 

A.  Th^se  are  the  books.  [The  vfitness  produces  three  volum»affl 

Mr.  Sloan.  In  pursuance  of  the  notice  served  upon  us,  we  have  tuiA 
the  records  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  so  far  as  they  are  under  tlaW 
trol  of,  or  accessible  to  the  party  whom  we  represent,  to  be  proJ 
and  now  offer  them  to  the  counsel  for  the  complainant  and  Stacy  D 
that  he  may  make  exhibits  of  them  in  the  cause,  if  he  shall  thiukfib 

Mr.  Price.  I  wish  them  marked  as  exhibits  in  the  cause. 

And  they  are  accordingly  marked  as  exhibits  in  evidence,  on  theBji 
of  the  complainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  O  3,  P  2,  and  Q  2,  respectiv^ 

Mr,  Price,  The  records  of  the  same  Monthly  Meeting,  prio 
io'our  possession,  are  also  now  produced  in  obedience  to  the  ci 
counsel  for  Joseph  Hendrickson. 

And,  thereupon  the  said  books  of  minutes,  prior  to  1797,  a 
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nay  me  cju«R«nr  JHcmn^io  in«  espMiMfliTW  . 
J^cilnpi,  and  the  Monilily  Mccliiigfl  cnjoilicil  to  Torwu^, « 
^  QuarHirly  Meeting  iicxi  prcccdine  the  YcaMy  Mccilngi '^j 
lelitiols  within  each  respective  rnrcting.     Ami  lijfppcai-s  IjyV 
{lie  book  of  duiciplinc ,  [Exhibit  13, j  that prcvjolKia  iht  r«ff 
[)^i^»nl  liouk,  In  1806,  or  at  that  period,  In  nrclcr  that  ihe  Tot 
iii]t  iiilijhi  be  annually  inFornied  rfspuctlng  ilic  ure  iif  tliejjj 
bi'uiichcs  fnr  ihosu  impurtanl  suljjcci.^,  a  query  uas  Qtlobifa 
lowing  \\ar<i\i  •*  Arc  llirrc  schools  (j,siabl!<>lle(l  for  ibn  t,am 
yoiiih  uriilKr  the  care  of  teachers  in  incmhiT»hip  with  as 
irndcd  by  cottiitiiltcca  appoiritLHi  cilhi-r  in  the  nlunlti1]fjil 
Mtrlinxsf"     Thci-c  aUo  apiKurii  utitltT  llie  head  oT Mchai' 
ur  iliscipline,  on  pages  07,  98,  pressing  rctcunmeiidatld^ 
tluii  10  those  inipoi'Uni  suhjccts,  which  I  dn  not  think  iM 
here  copied  on  the  minuicn.    rroin  the  information  I  Kw 
from  those  sources,  together  wi(b  my  pnionol  knDwlcdgt,T 
many  year*  on  nuch  commitleejt,  1  am  aaiislict]  thnt  ihc  ConcejS 
hlikhinR   schools  and  fundB  to  promoic  the  guarded  cduc&n 
yuutb,  ori];iuatcd  in  the  Yearly  Meeting;  ami  ihi'ouf:h  the  uqW^ 
of  awpcrior  nicetingo,  was  inlroduceil   Inio  Monthly  amf  r 
IVIeetiogs,  ami  the  members  of  those  mteiin|;s  hereby  hpcil 
in  tbc  ismc  eause,  and  united  in  carrying  those  uhjcciji  iatu  e 
Q,  \VaA  the  Chesterfield  school  fund  originated  in  this  'vrWf 

.  A.  Vcs,  I  am  sattftiled  It  v/at;  Tor  I  finil  unik-r  date  of  H&ibm 
fa]tbih,  1793,  in  Ihc  Qunrtei'Iy  Meeting:  lecurdx,  [Elxhitili  39 
piker  things  in  the  report  of  the  comniliiec  appointed  oiiih^ 
Khooli,  "  Ihnt  there  is  one  school  wiiliiu  ihc  Monthly  MtellBj 
Icrficld,  with  u  fund  esti]I>lisbed,  to  which  there  baa  Isteiy-  £ 
addition."  And  at  the  close  of  the  report  ihey  say,  "ihc  HlW 
knitted  to  our  care  respecting  the  division  or  Ihc  surplus  o*" 
~^~"rds  llic  cstahlishmtnt  of  funds,  kc.  has  been  iltcS  "^ 
tnler  part  of  the  money  already  distributed, "^anttj- 

jbc  mtilc  by  tbtt  Quarter))'  Meeting:  "the  subsiaCceg 
"KUltAilitcciBeltfr-lieMDrfarWflMurttifftiiia 


547 

,  la  firiy-four  pvunds  cit{hteeu  >l]iUtn|{i  nnd  fgur  pence 

'  oti  the  KCurils  of  ChestcrQeM  Monibly  Meeting, 

dii:  of  5<h  of  Tcntli-moolh,  1803,  ihc  foirowing 

LTtdH  &pi>oinic(l  to  ii'U  the  old  meeting  bouse, 

HTitinij,  which  being  read,  w»  directed  to  Ere 

1,  10  wit;  neit  amounvof  sales  Rsas  it),  receircd 

.  i]  to  ttic  treaHurcr.  which  sum  is  aj;rced  liy  ttiia  meeting  lo  be 

\pnti  10  ibe  several  mcciSngs,  aKi't:^''^''ly  to  their  ijuotsa,  for  the 

jffbf  establishing  a  [)enii3iicni  school  futid,  where  tlierc  is  none, 

I'^^^cd  to  such  as  are  already  «tabll»iicii!  and  the  irca&Urcr  U 

S  jo  pa^'ihe  sevcrfti  proponions  thereof,  to  such  I'ricmls  aa  arc, 

R^^  ^[tpoln^cil  M  treasurers  to  such  achiiols."     I  likewise  find 

^Tn  itic  aqme  account  bank,  bi;forf.  named,  [Exhibit  53,]  under 

'4ilh  uf  Tenih-montli,  ieoa,  the  following,  viz: "  By  cash  received 

jr  of'ihi:  Munttily  Mecung,  S108  J3,  being  Chesterfield  iisrti- 

Encttisi>'>  (ju'Jta  of  the  money  aiifiing  from  the  sales  of  iho  old 

ig  h"u>e,  wiiirh  was  9,723  SO."    Thus  I  iim  tatisticd,  that  noc 

I  C'hntcrlicid  PmiarativR  Mceiing,  but  in  others,  funds  bnvein 

i  been  first  promoictl  by  conlrihiuions  from  superior 

t,  nod  then  by  voluntary  conlrtbutioris  of  the  members  uf  those 

.»  WTicrc  Ihey  art-  eBtabliUicd. 

Bid  not  ilie  Quarterly  Mtcliog's  stock  spoken  o(^  arise  from  the 

Cpropcrty  bchmgltig  to  that  meeting,  made  by  the  meeting,  and 

^ftaurcct,  and  waa  it  not  appropriated  in  conformity  with  the 

Lpfn  committee  nindc  to  the  meeting  on  the  cmb  of  rilXh-monih, 

w,)-9U  above  tiuoted? 

fvniM  from  donations,  and  bequests,  and  from  the  sales  of  the 
g  houses  Bpukcu  of;  and  1  have  nu  doubt  but  that  ii  was  appro- 
a  directed  in  the  aald  report. 

■  It  Dot  Biipear,  that  it  was  so  appropriated  by  the  following 

''Chetierfielri  Moiilhly  Meeting  ol'  the  9th  of  Third-momh, 

Lfa.'No.  5[,)  "One  of  the  Friends  appointed  to  make  adivision 

plus  money  ariNJug  on  the  Quarterly  Meeting's  (dock  belong- 

1  mcttinK,  repuried  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting's  ijnoia, 

K  ild.;  Slonj  Ilrook  Preparative  Meeting's,  quota  is  £9    \». 

tk  wliicb  this  mcctiriB  concurs,  and  the  said  Pricnda  who  have 

i  the  money  from  the  treasurer  of  tbc  Quarter,  arc  directed  to 

Kigrceably  to  the  division,  to  the  Preparative  Meeting*  of  Chej- 

>nd  Stony  Brook,  or  such  I'ricnd  or  Kritrnds  as  ibty  shall  np- 

^  lit!  amlicci  In  the  umc  liirerkd  by  Ihe  miaule  of  lite  Quarttrlg  Aleel- 

'^y<<ir  which  tbe  siud  Friends  produced  to  this  meeting,  and 

CLueXt  meeting." 

MB  SO  appear  by  thai  record. 

rtccivc  by  iho  subscription  paper  [TjtMbtt  Vo.  I-]  thai  it  U 
ii'tlie  271h  iif  Twcirth.monih.  1793J  doe*  It  not  appear  that  that 
lubscripiion.  ond  that  it  was  made  in  connexion  with,  anil 
brmity  to,  the  recommendation  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  aa  well  by 
lutn  already  i)uoird,  as  by  the  fultowing,  [fl-om  Exhibit  Ko.  33,J 
Ti  U  appcam  by  minute  or  tbe  Burlington  Quarter,  of  5Siti  of  Se- 
m(h,  l'y3,  that  there  is  "one  school  within  Chesterfield  MoBlb- 
j,  under  the  care  of  trustees,  but  no  fund  cstabll»hcd("  ond  by 
lUpwiDg  minute  of  Chesleiticld  Monthly  Meeting  of  the  nb  of 
"      ■      "?3,  lo  wlirCExhUiit  No   51,]  *' Chesterfield  Prcpw^iive 
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Meeting  informs,  subscriptions  are  made  for  establishing  a  fund 
Friends'  school  at  Chesterfield,  to  the  amount  of  several  hundred  pottB< 
Joseph  Lawrie  and  William  Abbott,  are  appointed  to  receive  this  mc 
ing's  quota  from  the  Quarterly  Meeting /or  that  purpose?** 

A.  It  does  so  appear  from  those  minutes  last  quoted,  as  wellasfri 
the  former. 

Q.  Does  it  not  appear  by  the  following  minute  of  the  Quarterly  Hi 
ing  of  Burlington,  [Exh.  32.]  held  on  the  srth  of  Fifth-month,  1793, 
wit:  ^^  The  committee  on  schools  are  continued,  and  directed  to  np 
in  writing  at  the  next  Quarter,  that  so,  a  regular  account  of  the  stitt 
schools  within  the  sar  e  may  be  transmitted  to  the  ensuing  Yearly  Ml 
ing,"  not  only  that  the  Quarterly  Meeting  considered  themselves  asli 
ing  a  supervision  and  control  over  these  funds,  thus  in  part  contribi 
by  them,  but  that  they  held  themselves  also  amenable  to  the  Yd 
Meeting  for  a  correct  account  of  the  manner  in  which  they  had  b 
appropriated  under  the  order  of  that  meeting? 

A.  I  understand  the  subject  thus;  those  funds  having  originated  in 
manner  before  stated,  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  all  the  subordinate  HM 
ings  down  to  the  Preparative,  were  interested  in  the  right  applictt 
of  them,  agreeably  to  the  original  design  of  the  donor.  On  this  grov 
it  was  due  the  superior  meetings  from  the  inferior,  to  be  informed  t 
the  funds  were  applied  agreeably  to  the  original  design  of  their  initi 
tion;  and  although  they  were  not  immediately  charged  with  the  (ra 
they  remotely  had  the  supervision  of  them,  and  were  entitled  to  be 
formed  of  the  faithful  discharge  of  the  trust  on  the  part  of  those 
whom  it  was  confided. 

Q.  Having  this  right,  would  the  superior  meeting  not  have  the  poi 
to  interfere,  in  case  the  inferior  meeting  having  charge  of  the  foi 
should  apply  it  contrary  to  the  intention  of  the  original  donation? 

A.  Tlii'v  luive  the  power,  there  can  be  no  dotiht;  in  case  of  a  mi« 
plicivlion  !)y  tin.*  trustfts  imd  Prcpuniiivc  .MiM'linj^  the  Monthly  Me 
\w\X  wo'ild  lia\r  a  v\'^\\\  to  mil  llit-iii  to  account;  aiicl  su  in  succession, 
till*  Yrurlv  M'.'ftiri*!:,  in  case  thcv  nef;lfct  their  duly  in  the  inferior. 

Q.  II:i«-  iluit  ;i!\\avs  !)fcn  the  unclcrstandiii'.;  of  vcur  socieiv,  so  far 
you  kn'.iw  : 

A.  r.  has:  on  j;;i?nt;ral  principles. 

Q.  Did  the  trustreb  of  that  Hind  direct  tlie  treasurer,  Joseph  H 
drickson,  in  wriiini^,  to  institute  t!iis  suit? 

A.   Yf's  ihov  did. 

Q.  Was  Thomas  L.  Shot  well,  the  debtor,  a  member  of  your  soci 
at  that  time? 

A.   No,  he  was  not;  neither  is  he  at  the  present  time. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning,  1';  o'clock. 
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rhur*;day  morning,   April  7,  lo:^', ,  i.'s  o'clock.     Examination  of 

uel  ('raft  eontinin-d.     Pn'*i'-nt  as  iii'f..re. 

Qihsiion  by  Mr.  S'.oniu  Did  the  tru-Ntets  of  the  si  hool  fund  settle  v 
the  treasurer,  Jo^'ph  llendrickson.  his  ac«  ount  (jf  that  fuT»:!,  as  us 
in  l-"irst-n\onih,  l-.'j''.,and  have  they  continued  to  settle  v»ith  him  ann 
Iv,  ev«*r  sineer 

Answer.  Yes,  they  did  at  that  time.;  and  have  continued  to  do  so  < 
•iince,  annuallv. 

Q.   Was  not  this  idea  of  creating  a  school  fund  for  each  subordi 
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g  originated  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  prior  to  the  year  1788,  more 
mr  years  before  the  subscription  was  made,  which  has  been  ex- 
;  and  is  there  not  in  Exhibit  No,  51,  the  fullowing  minute,  under 
the  8th  of  Fourth-month,  1788,  viz:  "The  committee  appointed 
Lme  past  on  account  of  schools,  think  it  may  be  useful  to  dissolve 
and  reappoint  a  new  one;  with  which  this  meetinjj  concurs,  and 
ts  the  following  Friends,"  [naming  them]  "to  endeavour  to  pro- 
be establishing  of  schools,  agreeably  to  the  directions  of  the  Yearly 
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That  idea  was  so  originated;  and  there  is  such  a  minute  in  this 

)id  not  that  committee  report  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  on  the 
of  Eighth-month,  1789,  as  follows,  viz:  "we,  of  the  committee 
ted  by  the  Monthly  Meeting  for  the  establishing  of  a  school  at 
rfield,  agreeably  to  the  directions  of  the  Yearly  Meetings  report,  that 
e  agreed  on  a  place  to  build  the  house  on,  to  wit:  south-east  of 
leting  house,  adjoining  the  corner  of  the  grave-yard;  also,  have 
:d  subscriptions  for  the  building  said  house  on  that  spot  to  the 
i  of  170/.  17*.  ad.  and  agree  to  lay  the  same  before  the  Monthly 
g  for  their  approbation" — and  the  following  minute  made  by  the 
g,  to  wit:  "  with  which  this  meeting  unites,  and  empowers  them 
;ccd  therein?" 

That  committee  did  so  report;  and  there  is  the  minute  on  record, 
been  quoted. 

Lt  the  Monthly  Meeting  held  on  the  second  of  Eighth-month, 
vas  not  the  following  minute  and  entry  of  a  report  made,  viz: 
>mmittee  appointed  for  establishing  schools,  produced  a  report  in 
\n  which  is  as  folio weth,  which  the  clerk  is  directed  to  send  up  to 
ing  Quarterly  Meeting.  To  the  Monthly  Meeting,  the  committee 
ted  for  the  establishment  of  schools,  agreeably  to  the  directions  of 
rly  Meetings  reported,  there  is  a  house  at  Chesterfield  so  far  iinish- 
t  a  school  might  be  kept  in  it;  but  it  is  not  yet  occupied  for  that 
e,  neither  is  there  any  such  school  within  this  Monthly  Mcet- 

Tes,  there  was  such  minute  and  entry  made. 
Ltthe  Monthly  Meeting  held  fifteenth  of  Twelfth-month,  1791, 
t  that  school  opened  under  the  direction^  and  by  the  order  of  the 
ly  Meeting,  and  in  pursuance  of  the  following  minute,  viz:  *'  the 
of  the  committee  on  schools  made  in  Kighth-month,  last,  being 
I,  and  the  meeting  taking  the  same  into  consideration,  recom- 
the  Preparative  Meeting  of  Chesterfield,  and  they  are  hereby  au- 
I  to  open  a  school  in  the  said  house,  and  appoint  a  suitable  num- 
Friends  as  trustees,  to  take  the  care  and  oversight  thereof;  and 
pules  and  regulations  for  the  government  and  promotion  of  the 
Lion,  which  rules  and  regulations  shall  always  be  inspected  by  the 
y  Meeting  committee  for  their  approbation  or  disallowance;  and  said 
g  are  likewise  authorised  to  appoint  a  treasurer,  to  receive  sub- 
ons  and  donations  for  accumulating  a  fund." 
fcs.  By  a  minute  entered  under  that  date  it  was. 
)oe8  it  not  appear  then  that  the  subscription  which  has  been  ex- 
it was  made  under  the  authority  and  direction  of  the  Monthly 
igy  thus  acting  under  its  Quarter,  in  pursuance  of  the  direction 
iwn  to  the  Quarter  by  the  Xu^jMftt^ngi 
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A.  Yes,  it  docs. 

Q.  Is  the  srhuoMioiise,  spoken  of  in  those  reports  of  the  commi 
the  sanu!  house  in  wliich  Friends  caused  a  school  lo  he  kept  with 
fund  lor  niuny  years  prior  lo  the  separation,  and  which  was  occupic 
them  for  that  purpose,  until  they  were  deprived  of  the  use  of  it  by t 
who  have  j^one  (AX  in  the  secession  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  is  the  same  house  spoken  of  in  that  report ;  and  Friend 
many  years  j^enerally  had  a  school  kept  therein  under  their  ^p 
tendance,  and  frequently  appropriated  a  part  of  the  proceeds  aii 
from  this  fund  toward  i)ayinij  the  teacher's  salary,  and  for  the  payi 
of  the  education  of  children,  contemplated  in  the  orii^inal  cstablifthi 
of  the  fund.  And  il  continued  to  ho  so  occupied,  until  the  timeoi 
separation,  and  until  they  were  excluded  the  privilege  of  the  occttp 
of  it. 

Q.  Was  the  money  loaned  to  Thomas  L.  Shotwell,  and  for  ihi 
covery  of  which  this  action  has  heen  instituted,  a  part  of  this  fun 
created,  hy  the  iHri'fi'm  of  the  Yearly  Meeiin.i;  lo  the  Quarterly  & 
ings,  and  hy  /Ac  o/v/c/*  of  ('hcsicrfield  Monthly  Siceling,  in  obedient 
the  (Urevtioiis  of  Iiurlin;.;lon  Quarterly  Meeting  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was  a  j)arl  of  that  fund. 

Q.  Has  there  ever  heen  any  disiinction  made  in  that  fund,  bctweci 
appropriations  made  by  Turlington  Quarter,  and  Chesterfield  Moi 
Meeting,  and  the  voluntary  donations  of  individuals? 

A.    I  think  there  never  has  heen. 

Q.  Do  not  the  Monthly  ^leetings  exercise  a  control  and  attth< 
over  the  proj)erly,  generally,  of  the  Preparative  Meetings? 

A.   Yes;  they  ha\e  a  general  supervision  over  the  property  of 
paralive  Meetings,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  extends. 

Q.  Is  there  not  a  min\ite  to  that  elVecl  to  he  found  in  the  rccoi 
which  you  1k'.\»*  JM^t  hi'en  ^pcakin;^,  tni'ier  date  of  rifili-moTitli  ^ih,  I 
and  '.v';i   !i  i-,  .•  •  r<.jl.!v.  s,  \i/,:  •»'l'l.ii  luii'.i"  .    •«i*ii;  i'lf'/Mnj  d  {halt 

ICI^.vl!i^     •..;!    !,'.••  INlNi'!   •;     li-.'S'.'C    :•>    'J;i'    :":'    i-    nf    !':f    int   of    ia!l'.l   I' 

rr»'«-Ii«>;l  lin't  ::!i';  'ii',.i^«-  %l.i».:I-,  «*!..  \\\\  .  ,  ::.  •.  iCn  «lil:  ;  ':  .  n-iWal'I. 
of  I'p'M-.-  ^;.rii,  In  j.j  Mniitij'iv  AKi'.iii',  ..i  •  iluv  ii.;\inif  i:n!.«»il: 
}  n;i!iii  •'!.•:  I  .':'ri;Ml  '*  ;ts  ti '• -ti  «.••»  I  »  n*  •  sm-  »!»«•  »i*!f  nj  liit*  s.iid  1 
111  ln;i:'Il''.t"  IpjiiT  S|.jiii'!'icM  M-  :.!i.Iy  Mi  r'iri..;-,  '.■••i  •  ffc  il;is  n'.tfi 
////•«•'',  a'i'l  '!«»'h  hfiti'ij  ( iiif.'it'i r   \iii(»,  W  ii.  i.!,  !iu-  v.ii<I  ''urvivin;^' 

lee,    lo    I  .illViX     !},.•     ij-;.-,    r   f    j;:.i.|    [nt    •,('    1..T,(!    {i>    •}.,•     ,.'.i;M'    ^\x\i\     t'-uj-tt 

U  ]);)♦•:•  S;  ji::..!:.-:  \  M-htUy  Mr.  .:t;j-,  \',  w' .  ...i  •::.•  •:,  .s^-iir;-  of  this: 
ing  i«>  ili:*'  !•  I  ;:/  <!•  Ii\(  :•  up  tl^-  v.  ii::i  ••-  m  !.  ••  .  '-t  :  ;iid  lot  of  i.;*!! 
lo  any  "-if  ..:" -.I..  i,i,  ;••. '.  !,..;,.•  I.X  ••«    v-^.:  •.'..•  .li' .■.:'' 

A.   N  «  < ;  *. !:•  I.'  i'-  *:.'  li  a  Mir.'.jlf. 

(^.    1.  ;::<:.•  ::•  t   ;,i...,,  u;.-!'- '  u.;:  • -.f  ••  !:  «•{'  T-Mil'Ii-T.i'.nth,  iSi 
T'\hi')i?  (^   •.;.!. ill  :.',   ::,  r.:;»\^  •,  \i/- ••  \   I'  ••  •  ;!  l-.f-'ii;!  :i  Miis  moi 
tlus*   l^ast:.:-.  v-  ;>  I'if ;. :•:.!•  i\;-  Xu  k  \\\'.  ;  •.:-.;•    i:,  \\   . .    .  .1  •,;!••  l«.t  erect  - 
iii.'«ii!;.c  h  .':-.e  «M    •);  •  :  r  .Mul   ,\!ji...i   i;..;    ;•:-..  nt   •  :if   Jrlahils  on; 
whiih  till-.  Ill     ';•    •      .  '.it:" 

A.    V^^;  lilt  1.    i.-.  -1   :i  a  r.:irr  *!'  ;:».'!i:'  *.]...:  '!,;••. 

C^.    K  *.!;•  !«'  :•.  !  !■•«•.*••  •••,  •    •:  M-,:  •.;.;.•   \\-  .  -ii..  •  :••,  ,,-,1  nf  rh<*s:iTj 
i'lAlii'Mt  \:..   •• ;.     '!:•.•  :"  l*''-'. ::..;,./..  •  ,.     ■      ,  ...  •;,..  \\  :;.,ui;:  ;  e 
''S:«.!.\    i;:o  .L    I'l-.  ;.    ..    i-.-  M.-.-i;,  ^    \:.\.,.\..-   !  .:.  ;:    ••.••  -ii\i%it.l; 
tirs   in  uiii.:n   i*   i:  \      ••   :  :m«:   '-'I.-  i.i   ;'       ;..;   •  :     ^     •,!  :]   ,,.|  wMj  Ii 
Tnci-ting  h  ill*..'   n?    t!!./    pi:  «  .•    ^\[\^   '.   ,  jn-   =.f.ui,r-    a.i.  :,  nr;   the  met 
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re  appointed  Joseph  Olden,"  [and  otiiers]  **  trustees,  to  %vhom 
armerly  appointed,  or  the  survivers  of  them,  arc  desired  to  convey 
e  to  said  lot  of  land,  and  report,  when  done;  Samuel  Middleton 
rnjamin  Linton  were  appointed  to  draw  the  deed  of  conveyance 
:laration  of  trust?" 

'es;  there  is  such  a  minute  on  the  record. 

Vas  not  this  done  at  the  erpense  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  as  well 
;r  their  authority,  as  appears  ])y  the  followin.c;  minute,  made  in 
owin^  month,  viz:  '*  Friends  appointed  to  draw  a  deed  of  con- 
2  for  the  lot  of  land  helonj^inj;  to  Friends  at  Stony  Brook,  and 
leclaration  of  trust  for  the  same,  and  get  them  execuud,  reported, 
tings  were  accomplished,  and  that  the  expense  is  eighteen  shil- 
vhich  sum  the  treasurer  was  desired  to  pay,  and  report  next  mcet- 

'es;  it  docs  so  appear,  and  there  is  such  a  minute  entered  on  the 

V'ithout  referring  you  to  any  more  minutes  on  the  subject,  so  far 
r  knowledge  extends,  has  it  always  been  the  understanding  and 
ge  of  your  society  for  superior  mielin,ic^  to  exercise  this  super* 
:are  over  the  inferior  meeiini^s  v,  ilh  respect  to  their  property,  as 
to  the  administration  of  the  disci[)rnie  of  tlie  society? 
kS  I  already  have  observed,  as  far  as  my  kncnvledgi-  extends,  there 
:n  this  supervisory  care  over  inferior  meetings  by  the  superior— 
or  the  nature  of  the  case  requires  it,  respecting  property,  as  well 
idministration  of  church  government. 

'an  a  Preparative  fleeting  either  be  set  up,  or  after  having  been 
even  change  the  time  of  holding  its  meetings  for  discipline,  with- 
assent  and  approbation  of  the  Monthly  Meeting? 
^o;  it  cannot,  consistently  with  the  discipline. 
before  a  Preparative  Meeting  can  be  set  up,  even  with  the  assent 
Monthly  Meeting,  is  it  necessary  also  to  have  the  approbation  of 
arterly  Meeting;  and  do  the  following  minutes  contain  a  history 
node  by  which  it  is  done,  viz:  '*The  request  from  Friends  from 
n  for  holding  a  Pre])aralive  Meeting  at  that  place,  coming  again 
consideration,  and  the  committee  thereto  appointed  reported  in 
of  a  Preparative  fleeting  being  granted  to  them,  wliich  is  as  fol- 
ire,  the  committee  appointed  to  visit  Trenton  Meeting  respecting 
^plication  to  have  a  Preparative  Meeting  established,  all  attended 
acting,  and  had  a  conference  witli  the  members  thereof,  who  still 
c  their  request;  after  which  we  adjourned  to  the  present  time, 
her  dclil)eration  thereon ;  and  now  agrees  to  report  in  favour  of 
iving  a  Preparative  Meeting  granted  them,  which  we  nevertheless 
to  the  Monthly  Meeting,  Gth  of  Second-month,  1797;"  [signed 
committee.  1  '*Thc  committee  took  into  consideration  the  time 
ling  said  meeting,  and  concluded  to  propose  the  third  I'ourth-day 
y  month;  which  being  read,  was,  after  deliberation,  agreed  to, 
led  with,  by  this  meeting,  to  be  opened  on  the  third  Fourth-day 
month,  and  held  on  that  day  in  each  month  following;  which  is 
d  (the  report  of  the  committee  excepted,)  to  he  sent  up  to  the  Qucir' 
Meeting  for  their  apjirohation^'*  as  appears  by  the  minutes  of  Ches- 
Monthly  Meeting  of  the  7th  of  Second-month,  1797,  [Exhibit 
,3  and  by  the  minutes  of  the  succeeding  month,  as  follows,  viz: 
minute  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  being  produced,  respecting  the 
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[  Mt^tiilimcnt  &f  a  i'nDitr»lLre  Meeting  at  Trcntuii,  aMiU^ 
itnilfl  find  fatuumttet  Ihtmvilh,  llicrcfore  ('■■''■ii'iri  n 
"w^rc  tnptilnteil  tti  attcoQ  aLtlic  Di>cuii  - 

1  mfctiog?  ' 

K.    If  M  firc-nii^T'  lt»  tiftTP  tliB  spprntii'i 
I  (uid  tic  — ■ -  ■■■-■    ■■■■ '  ■ '    ■■■■•>--■ 

[   Mlil'.l 

Q 

,   llie  M- 

witl  tiic  e*'-"  ■■"  •"■""'■■  •'■"■  -lip'"'!! 

t  MccUngi  and  mitiuic*  matlc  lo    i 
Sccond-Uay  ofTwdrili-moiilli,  1 

tllUt  <1..' 


ftod  rcporl  t!n:ir  proceed inga  from  lime  i- 

Q.  \Vas  Burllnmon  Quurterly  Mceun; 
inrortned  thai  Mouitt  Holly  MuntUly  Kk. 
of  removal  to  &  person  in  ihc  sution  of  a  i 
(he  c»rc  of  a  meeting  of  niinisicrs  anJ  elders,  for  ilic  pr! 
unsonnd  doctrines,  niid  that  they  had  displaced  iwo  of  did 
traryiu  discipline? 

A.  Yea,  iliai  meeting  wa*  so  informed. 

Q.  Whai  proceedings  were  had  on  tliat  sulijccl? 

A.  The  meeting  appointed  a  comminec  to  attend  Mt>^,y 
'  ly  Meeting,  nnd  inquire  whether  this  representation  wa^'S 

Q.  Did  Charles  Siukes  (who  has  been  examined  hen  jj 
address  the  meeting  on  that  o 

A.   Yes:  while  llic  subject  was  under  diaciisston,  be  dltf, 

Q.  Did  John  Cox  reprove  him  in  a  "harsh,  5arcastici''j 
manner? 

A.  After  Charles  Siokes  had  taken  his  seat,  John  Cox  ri 
some  very  pertinent  observations,  in  reference  lo  what  Jl 
pressed  by  Charles  Stokcsf  but  not  cither  in  a  hamh  or  6U 
oer. 

Q.  Did  you  request  him  to  sit  down? 

A.  No,  1  did  iiotj  neither  have  1  the  faintest  recollMttd 
any  person  do  so. 

Q.  Was  Charles  Stokes  appointed  on  the  commlttceP 

A.   Yes,  he  wa>. 

Q.  Did  he  attend  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meelbt  wilH  \ 

A.  Yes,  he  did.  "    "_ 

Q.  Was  he  present  during  your  inquiries  into  the  t 
ihecaae?  *^ 

A.  Yes,  he  was. 

Q.  Did  he  hear  them  a 
beraitons  on  the  ^snbjeci? 

A.  Yes,  he  heard  them  siaied,  and  reraalnotl  with  ua^dj 
bcMtiona  at  that  limcj  but  did  not  meet  with  tit  afterwii' 

Q.  What  was  the  complaint  agaiDsi  the  Mount  Holl^ 
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tfm  to  their  proceedings  towards  tbe  eldera,  and  in  what  were  thej 
Vged  with  having  departed  from  the  discipline? 
&.  The  complaint  appears  to  have  been  in  substance,  that  they  had 
fated  a  certificate  for  a  miniaier,  who  was  under  the  care  of  the  Pre- 
Riive  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  for  promulgating  unsound 
Blrines,  a.t  tlie  time  the  certificate  was  thus  granted,  and  that  that 
Rting,  both   among  the  women  as  well  as  among  the  men,  were  in- 
Bied  of  the  circumstances  of  her  case,  and  that  it  was  a  violation  of 
(^discipline  thus  to  act.     And  wiiii  respect  to  the  two  elders,  it  &p- 
jjred  from  the  minutes  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  that  they  had  been 
^aced  in  a  summary  way,  and  the  meeting,  as  a  meeting,  nor  none  of 
Bmembers,  stated  to  the  committee  that  any  complaint  had  previously 
pn  made  against  either  of  them,  either  by  individuals,  or  by  minute 
IB  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  discipline,  or  from  the  Quarterly 
■ting  of  ministers  and  elders. 
fc  Did  you  find  these  facts  to  be  soi 
L  Tes,  on  investigation,  this  appeared  to  be  the  case. 
^  Were  these  proceedings  violations  of  the  discipline,  and  such  as 
Nqttire  the  care  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting? 

1^  Yes,  they  were.  , 

L  Did  Iho  Monthly  Meeting  make  any  satisfaction  to  the  committee 
ibe  Quarterly  Meeting? 

L  No,  they  did  not;  neither  would  they  nominate  any  of  their  mem- 
pto  meet  with  the  committee,  to  assign  reasons  why  they  had  thus 
felt,  although  it  was  repeatedly  requested  by  the  committee. 
L  I  perceive  by  the  minutes  of  Fourth-month  3th,  182S,  [Exhibit 
Ej  that  those  who  have  separated  from  you,  have  released  yourself 
Mererat  others  from  the  station  of  elders  of  the  Monthly  Meeting 
Chesterfield;  was  any  complaint  me.de  against  you  in  the  regular  or- 
|<if  discipline,  and  were  you  treated  with  by  the  meeting,  on  any 
|Pgc  or  alleged  complaint  against  you,  before  you  were  so  released? 
L  If  there  was  any  complaint  preferred  against  me,  I  have  no  know- 
lie  of  it;  and  I  am  clear  that  1  was  never  treated  with,  in  any  man- 
j[  by  ray  individual,  on  the  occasior. 

|i  Was  it  consistent  with  the  discipline  and  usages  of  the  society, 
i  lo  release  you? 

L  No,  it  was  not|  but  it  was  an  open  violation  both  of  the  disciplina 
us^es  of  the  society. 

L  Was  it  such  a  violationof  the  diicipline  and  usages  of  the  society' 
^ald  justify  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  calling  it  to  account  for  its 
■rture  from  disciptioef 
L  It  undoubtedly  was. 

I^And  if  persisted  in,  after  proper  care  had  been  extended,  would 
feuarterly  Meeting  be  justified  in  Uying  down  the  Monthly'jHsetiDg 
Eacting!  <  I 

l^  Yes:  I  have  no  doubt  at  all  in  my  mind,  that  the  Quarterly  Meet; 
aronld  be  justifiable  in  so  doing.  '^ 

isult  of  the  proceedings  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting, 
naigncMi  -mentioiied  by  you  as  having  occirred 

ii«aented  to  the  Qnirttriy 
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Meeting:,  ia  Fifth-month,  1837,  the  following  minute  was  made  on  tta  1^ 
occasion,  viz:  "  After  deliberate  contideration,  it  is  the  concluiioa  d  I 
this  meeting,  that  the  proceedings  of  Mount  Hoily  Monthly  Meeiiig^  I 
'  in  granting  a  certificate  of  removal  to  Maria  Iml^y,  and  ia  ditplaciij  I 
Samuel  Carr  and  Esther  Drown  from  their  station  as  elders,  are  court- 
ry  to  our  discipline,  and  are  therefore  void;  and  the  clerk  is  dirccitdu 
furnish  that  meeting  with  a  copy  of  this  minute." 

Q.  Do  you  still  fill  the  station  of  an  elder  in  the  Monthljr  ftlectiig  of 
which  you  are  a  member? 

A.  Yes:  and  I  have  doneso  for  anumber  of  years  previous  tothest 
paration,  as  well  as  ever  Blnce> 

Q.  When  was  it  that  those  who  separated  from  your  society,  and  po 
fessed  to  hold  Chester&eld  Monthly  Meeting,  did  release  you? 

A.  It  appears  by  their  records,  that  it  was  on  Faunh-month  eth,t83g. 
[Exhibit  L  3.] 

Q.  Had  they  previously,  and  in  the  same  way,  released  some  of  Ibt 
overseers  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meeting  from  aervice  in  their  mecti*( 
in  that  capacity? 

-  A.  It  appears  by  their  records,  under  date  of  First-month  Sth,  ISSI^  | 
that  they  released  Samuel  Bunting,  Joseph  Hendrickson,  George  Thon,  I 
George  Sherman,  David  Clark,  and  Caleb  Wright.  \ 

Q.  What  is  the  object  of  reading  and  answering  the  queries  in  yon 
meetings  for  discipline? 

A.  I  think  I  can  explain  my  ideas  of  the  object  of  the  queries,  bj 
quoting  one  or  two  of  them.  The  eighth  query  is  in  the  folloving 
words;  "  Do  you  take  due  care  regularly  to  deal  with  all  oQenden  ia 
the  spirit  of  meekness,  without  partiality,  or  unnecessary  delay,  in  order 
for  their  help,  and  where  such  labour  is  ineffectual,  lo  place  Judgmat 
upon  them  in  the  authority  of  truth?"  And  the  fourth  annual  query  is 
in  the  following  words:  "Are  the  queries  addressed  to  the  Quarterly, 
Monihly,  and  Preparative  Meclingg,  read  and  arswertd  ihereir,  si  di- 
rected ?"  From  the  tenor  of  those  queries,  together  with  all  the  rest,  I 
have  understood  the  design  of  reading  and  answering  ihem  to  be,  that  in 
every  meeting  of  discipline  where  ihey  are  thus  read  and  answectd, 
careful  inquiry  is  to  be  made,  whether  the  meeting  in  which  they  irtw 
read,  as  well  as  those  meetings  that  report  or  forward  answers  to  the 
queries  thereto,  are  faithful  in  the  discharge  of  their  respective  duliei 
in  the  administration  of  the  discipline  i  and  if  any  defect  herein  shoaU 
appear  in  any  inferior  meeting,  it  then  becomes  the  duty  of  the  suptnor 
meeting,  on  being  thus  informed  of  that  omission,  to  extend  carej  lod 
to  stimulate  the  inferior  meetings  to  the  performance  of  their  neceturj 

Q,  Were  you  at  the  Burlington  Quarterly  Meeting,  held  in  Eighth- 
month,  1827? 

A.  Yes,  I  was. 

Q.  Were  the  answers  to  the  queries  withheld  from  that  Quarterif 
Meeting  by  the  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  ? 

A.  They  were  withheld  from  that  Quarterly  Meeting  by  the  clerk  of 
*Iount  Holly  Monihly  Meeting. 

Q,  Did  the  person  who  was  acting  as  clerk  of  that  meeting,  to  whom 
you  allude,  then  produce  and  lay  on  the  clerk's  table  a  paper,  and  inform 
the  meeting,  that  the  purport  of  it  was  to  dissolve  the  connexion  between 
the  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting  and  that  Quarterly  Meeting,  and 
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nat  they  had  attached  themselves  to  Bucks  Quarter,  or  were  about  to 
A  so? 

A.  Yes.  he  did  so. 

Q.  Could  any  such  disBoIution  take  place,  without  the  coDsent  of  the 
{uarterly  Meeting  first  having  been  obtained  ? 

A.  No,  there  could  not,  agreeably  to  the  disciplitie- 

Q.  Did  the  person  who  produced  that  paper  state,  that  it  purported 
D  be  an  application  for  that  consent,  or  did  tie  inform  the  meeting  that 
t  contained  information  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  having  already  exer- 
cised that  power? 

A.  He  Slated  nothing  like  asking  for  the  consent  of  the  Quarterly 
Meeting;  but  that  they  (the  Monthly  Meeting)  had  concluded  thus  to 
lo,  and  expressed  it  by  way  of  information. 

Q.  Does  the  Quarterly  Meeting  possess  the  same  authority  and  con- 
:xolling  power  over  the  Monthly  Meeting,  which  you  baTC  already 
lescribed  the  Monthly  to  possess  over  the  Preparative,  as  well  with 
Pxepect  to  their  properly,  as  lo  the  buaineas  of  a  disciplinary  character? 

A.  I  consider  there  is  a  distinction.  It  is  generally  the  duty  of  the 
Monthly  Meeting  to  see  that  the  renewals  of  trusts,  and  some  other  mat- 
ten  relative  to  property  be  careftilly  attended  to;  that  but  seldom  claims 
khe  attention  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting.  But  I  understand  it  to  be  the 
daiy  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  in  case  of  any  omission,  or  neglect  of 
duty,  or  misapplication  of  property  in  inferior  meetings,  then  to  extend 
its  care  in  like  manner  on  that  account;  and  in  all  cases  of  a  disciplinary 
mature,  1  consider  the  Quarterly  Meeting  to  possess  the  same  power 
•TW  the  Monthly  that  the  Monthly  does  over  the  Preparative. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  for  the  Monthly  Meeting  to  consult  with,  or  apply 
to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  respectingthe  erection  of  meeting  houses,  or 
purchase  of  property  for  the  use  of  the  meeting)  as  will  be  found  to  have 
wen  the  case  with  respect  to  the  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  by  a 
ninute  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  the  SStb  of  Eleventh-month,  1774, 
[Exhibit  No.  3!,]  as  follows,  viz:  **  The  request  from  Friends  of  Mount 
£olly,  mentioned  in  the  report  from  Burlington,  for  this  meeting  to 
sppoiot  a  committee  to  assist  them  in  fixing  on  a  spot  of  ground  to  build 
3  meeting  house  on,  being  taken  ufider  consideration,  the  following 
friends  were  appointed  to  that  service."  {^Names,  Sec]  Which  com  mi  t- 
*te  BO  appointed  at  the  following  meetmg,  reported  as  follows,  viz: 

"We  the  committee  appointed,"  &c.  "having  all  met  except , 

w>d  heard  the  sentiments  of  divers  Friends  of  that  meeting,  also  viewed 
U^e  several  lots  by  them  proposed,  and  considered  the  objections  to  each 
*f  them  respectively^  are  unaoiroously  of  the  opinion,  that  the  lot  now 
^longing  to  John  Braincrd  is  the  most  suitable  for  the  occasion  ?" 

A.  I  believe  it  has  been  frequently  done  in  divers  cases  of  a  similar 
>«ture. 


Q.  Was  there  not  a  paper  produced  to  that  Quarterly  Meet]bK|i^ 
'ighih-montb,  1 827,  signed  by  a  number  of  the  members  of  MoimtBoU^ 
toalhly  Meeting,  expressing  their  disapprobation  of  the  vioMMa  df 


'iscipiine  committed  by  that  portion  of  the  meeting  who  had  proc«fe6ed, 
«  vou  have  stated? 

..  Ves,  there  was  such  a  paper  produced  to  that  meeting. 

I.   What  was  done  by  the  Quarterly  Meeting  in  consequence  df  thia 
*aie  of  things  ?  ■.     « 

A ,  In  consequence  of  these  circumstucea,  that  meeting  made  the  fol- 
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lowing  minutei  viz;  *'  No  representatives  appearing  on  behalf  of  Mout 
Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  nor  any  answtrs  having  been  r<rcetved  (ran'a 
to  the  queries  usually  replied  to  at  this  timu,  and  it  appearing  from  I 
paper  signed  by  a  number  of  the  members  of  said  meeting,  that  thej  ut 
not  united  with  its  proceedings,  it  is  concluded  to  appoint  a,  commilltt 
to  unite  with  a  committee  of  the  women's  meeting,  if  they  should  nunc 
one,  to  visit  Mount  Hotly  Monthly  Meeting,  to  take  the  subject  geoeralif 
into  their  solid  examination  and  consideration,  and  to  report — for  ibii 
service  John  Cox"  ^and  others]  "  are  appointed." 

Q.  Were  you  one  of  thai  committee? 

A.  Yes,  I  was. 

Q.  What  was  done  by  the  committee  in  pursuance  of  that  appont- 
mentP 

A.  The  committee  attended  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  la 
pursuance  of  their  appointment,  in  conjunction  with  a  commiilee 
of  women  Friends,  ami  presented  minutes  of  their  appoinimem  » 
each  of  the  meetings,  (men  and  women  Friends,)  and  informed  tbc 
meetings  of  the  purpart  of  the  minute.  But  the  clerks  of  both  tsei 
and  women's  meetings,  being  among  (hose  who  had  thus  withdrawn  tbo^ 
selves,  declined  reading  the  minutes;  and  they,  or  some  other  per- 
sons, expressed  that  they  had  no  connexion  with  Burlington  Quarierif 
Meeting,  and  would  not  acknowledge  us  as  a  committee  tlierefreia 
And  after  expressing  our  decided  disapprobation,  and  individual*  of 
the  committee  entering  a  solemn  protest  against  it,  we  remained  n- 
lent  during  their  transacting  their  business,  and  as  they  said,  in  ivbor- 
dination  to  Bucks  Quarter.  The  committee  made  report  to  the  aeil 
Quarterly  Meeting,  when  the  following  minute  was  made  in  referenu 
tliereto,viz:  "on  considering  that  part  of  the  report  relati%-e  to  the  Pre- 
parative Meetings  of  the  Mount,  and  Vincenttown,  it  is  concluded  to 
leave  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Mctting  at  liberty  to  join  those  Prepsraiite 
Meetings  to  that  of  Mount  Holly,  so  aa  to  form  but  one  Prcpar»u»t 
Meeting;  the  clerk  is  directed  to  furnish  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meering 
with  a  copy  of  this  minute."  This  is  under  dale  of  27th  of  Elevetiih- 
month,  1H27.  In  order  to  explain  that  minute,  it  will  be  necessary  for 
me  lo  quote  from  the  same  record,  a  part  of  the  said  report  preceding 
it;  which  is,  after  those  who  had  separated  had  gone  through  with  their 
business,  the  following  is  embraced  in  the  said  report:  "when  thtj 
withdrew,  after  having  accomplished  their  present  purposes,  the  fe» 
Friends  belonging  to  Mount  Holly  Monthly  Meeting,  who  reraaind 
faithful  to  the  order  of  the  society,  continued  in  the  meeting  house  •iti 
this  committee,  and  after  a  season  of  solemn  mental  retirement  of  imd 
and  women  Friends  together,  ihey  again  separated  to  perform  as  far  u 
they  might  be  enabled,  their  respective  duties  in  the  Monthly  Meeting 
of  Mount  Holly,  as  cstahlishcd  by,  and  subordinate  to  the  Quariertf 
Meeting  of  Burlington. 

Q.  Is  the  Monthly  Meeting  alluded  to  in  the  minute  which  you  hare 
just  read,  thai  Monthly  Meeting  of  Mount  Holly,  which  cotitinued  u 
acknowledge  its  subordination  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.   Yes,  it  is  the  same. 

Q.  Did  yourself  and  the  others  upon  that  committee,  report  agaiut 
the  proceedings  of  that  portion  of  the  members  who  had  pretended  to 
hold  a  Monthly  Meeting  as  they  said,  subordinate  to  a  Quarterly  Men- 


in  Bucks  county,  as  being  in  violation  of  tbe  discipline,  and  did  the 

irterly  Meeting  concur  in  that  report? 

\..  Yes,  we  did  so  report,  and  the  Quarterly  Meettnjf  concurred  there- 

1-    Was  the  Quarterly  Meeting  held  at  Chesterfield,  in  Eleventh- 

Dth,  1 S37,  regularly  opened  by  the  clerk,  and  the  names  of  the  repre- 

tattves  called  OTer,.and,a  minute  made  by  him  as  usual? 

i.  The  meeling:  was  opened,  arui  the  representatives  called  as  usual, 

ifill  appear  by  the  following  minuie,  viz :  "  at  Burlington  Quarterly 

eting,  held  at  Clieaterfield,  the  27ih  of  Elevcnlb-month,  1827,  tbe 

reseotatives  being  called,  were  all  present  except  one,  for  whose  ab- 

CB  a  reason  was  assigned." 

J.  Was  information  then  given  to  the  meeting,  that  there  were  those 

sent,  who  were  not  entitled  to  sit  in  meetings  for  discipUne-of  tbe 

iety? 

t.  Yes,  there  was  such  information  then  given  to  the  meeting. 

1-  Was  the  persons  alluded  to,  requested  to  withdraw? 

t.  Yes,  there  was  a  request  made  for  tbe  individuals  alluded  to,  to 

hdraw. 

I.  Did  they  do  so? 

I.  No,  they  did  not. 

!■  Was  any  proposition  made  to  adjourn  the  meeting,  until  after  they 

.  declined  to  withdraw,  and  it  was  found  that  the  meeting  could  not 

select  if  it  continued  in  session? 

i.  Nd:  there  was  no  such  proposition  made  until  that  was  ascertain- 

l-  When  the  conclusion  to  adjourn  was  come  to,  was  information  of 

t  result  communicated  to  the  women's  meeting,  and  concurred  in  by 

mf  ' 

U  Yes,  it  Was. 

I.  Was  there  any  minute  made  on  the  occasion? 

I.  Yes,  there  was  a  minute  made  on  tbe  occasion  in  the  following 

rds:  (reads  from  Exhibit  No.  33,)  "  It  being  ascertained  that  several 

■sons  are  present  who  have  been  disowned  by  the  Monthly  Meeting! 

ahich  they  respectively  belonged,  or  are  at  present  under  dealing  tn 

m,  who  after  being  affectionately  requested  to  withdraw,  refuse  to  do 

it  is  concluded  in  conformity  with  our  established  practice  of  not 
nsaclingour  business,  when  such  are  known  to  be  present,  to  adjourn 

meeting  to  meet  in  Burlington,  on  Sixth-day  next,  at  10  o'clock  in  the 
irning;  then  adjourned  accordingly." 

j.  Did  the  meeting  assemble,  pursuant  to  that  adjournment,  and 
nsact  its  business? 

K.  It  did  meet  pursuant  to  that  adjournment,  and  tbe  following  mi- 
le was  made  on  tbe  occasion,  "  at  Burlington  the  30th  of  Eleventh- 
ntb,  1837,  the  meeting  again  assembled,  pursuant  to  adjournment." 
d  after  the  meeUng  was  thus  opened,  it  proceeded  to  transact  Ut  busi- 
M  IS  usual. 

Q*  Has  it  continued  to  do  so  ever  since? 
A*  Yes,  it  has. 

nation  to  and  as  a  branch  of  tbe  Yearly  Meeting  of 
otreet.  Philadelphia,  on  the  third  Second-day  of 
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Q.  Had  Chesterfield  Maiithl;^  Meeting  a  patient  at  the  osyluni,  at 
time  of  the  separaiionf 

A.  Ves. 

Q.  Who  was  the  agent  for  the  asylum  at  the  time  ot  the  separaiH 

A.  Samuel  Middleton  was  agrent  on  behalf  at  Chesterfield  Mond 
Meeting,  until  Tenth-month,  1837.     He  then  was  released,  having 
our  Monthly  Meeting  in  the  preceding  month,  requested  to  be  nltati 
from  that  service. 

Q.  Who  was  then  appointed  to  succeed  him? 

A.  Samuel  Hunting. 

Q.  Is  he  still  the  agent  for  the  meeting,  of  which  you  are  a  n 

A.   Yes,  he  is. 

Q.  Is  It  the  duty  of  the  agent  to  extend  a.  care  over  the  patient,  ul 
lo  pay  the  expenses  incurred  at  the  asylum! 

A.  Yea}  1  understand  that  to  be  his  duty. 

Q.  Has  the  Monthly  Meeting,  of  which  you  are  a  mcmUer,  piidtte 
expenses  of  that  patient,  ever  since  the  separation? 

A.  Yea,  they  have  paid  the  expense  of  that  patient  ever  since;  btititl 
has  not  heen  all  that  time  at  the  asylum. 

Q.  Was  there  a  new  roof  put  upon  the  meciing  house,  a  abort  til 
before  the  ae  pa  ration? 

A.  Yes,  there  was. 

Q,  Was  the  carpenter  work  paid  for  before  the  separation! 

A.  Not  all  of  it. 

Q.  Has  it  been  paid  for  since,  by  the  treasurer  of  your  meetin|? 

A.  Yes,  it  has  been  paid  for  by  George  Thorn,  treasurer  of  our  Moult 
ly  Meeting. 

Q.  Is  that  the  meeting  house  which  those  who  have  separated  fr 
you  hold  their  assemblages  in,  and  to  which  they  claim  title  by  n  " 
ties? 

A.  It  is  the  same  meeting  house  that  they  hold  their  assemblagti  Pll 
but  on  what  ground  they  claim  title  to  it,  I  cannot  tell. 

The  counsel  for  Joseph  Hendrickson  rests  the  examination  in  cbldl 
and  the  testimony  was,  as  usual,  read  over  to  the  witness. 

Adjourned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Friday  morning,  April  8th,  1831,  at  lo  o'clock.  Present  u  befcH 
And  the  said  Samuel  Craft  being  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  ibeeM 
plainant  and  Stacy  Decow,  further  saith: 

Question  by  Mr.  Price.  Was  the  balance  paid  to  the  carpenter  W 
roo6ng  Chesterfield  meeting  house,  paid  out  of  the  fund  jointly  rM 
before  the  separation,  for  that  purpose? 

A,  If  that  was  the  case,  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  fact,  and  1  skod 
not  suppose  it  likely  to  be  so;  as  Jedlah  Middleton  was  treasurer  to  tU 
Monthly  Meeting,  and  would  of  course  receive  the  monies  from  ll»* 
veral  Preparative  Meetings. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  (hat  the  fund  out  of  which  it  WM  pildM 
exclusively  raised  by  you,  after  the  separation? 

A.  I  mean  to  say  nothing  further  than  I  have  already  »»id-ihil'i 
that  the  money  was  paidj  and  if  it  was  not  raised  by  Frlcui 
knowledge  of  the  fact. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  it  wa 
by  those  you  call  Friends? 


^M. 
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A.  I  have  said  all  I  hav«  to  saf  on  the  subject— I  have  already  said,  I 
binh,  in  substance,  that  1  had  no  knowledge  whether  it  was,  or  was  not, 
xclusivelf  raised  hy  Friends. 

Q.  Were  the  persons  whose  presence  you  objected  to  in  Durlinglon 
luarterly  Meeting,  in  Elevcnth-montli,  1837,  such  as.  and  whom  you 
onsidercd  under  care,  or  disowned  by  their  Monthly  Meetings,  treated 
'ilh  Tor  causes  connected  with  the  general  separation  in  the  society? 

A.  It  was  not  stated  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  for  what  oiTences  they 
ad  been  thus  treated  with. 

Q.  Have  you  no  conception  of  what  the  nature  of  Ihetn  was? 

A.  Yes,  I  apprehend  that  from  general  repute  I  have.  It  was  gene- 
ally  understood  that  those  persons  had  been  members  of  Green  street 
lonthly  Meeting,  and  had  refused  to  submit  to  the  judgment  of  the  Quar- 
irly  Meeting  in  laying  that  meeting  down  ;  and  perhaps  there  were  other 
ttings  connected  with  it. 

Q.  About  what  proportion  of  the  members  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly 
Iteting  continued  their  connexion  with  what  you  consider  Uurlington 
Quarterly  Meeting? 

A.  As  I  never  took  any  enumeration  I  cannot  state  with  any  degree 
f  precision;  but  1  suppose  there  were  less  in  number  of  those  that  re- 
nained  attached  to  that  meeting,  than  of  those  that  withdrew  from  the 
ociety,  and  attached  themselves  to  Bucks  Quarter.  I  cannot  give  any 
■roportion,  more  than  by  conjecture. 

Q.  Were  they  very  considerably  the  lesser  number! 

A.  From  the  knowledge  I  have  of  the  numbers,  I  believe  those  that 
KKthen  in  attendance,  that  remained  attached  to  Burlington  Quarterly 
Meeting,  were  considerably  the  lesser  number:  hut  embracing  the  whole 
>f  the  member*  belonging  to  that  Monthly  Meeting,  I  believe  they  were 
wtso. 

Q.  What  number  signed  the  paper  against  being  joined  to  Bucks 

A.  I  do  not  remember — I  should  be  inclined  to  think  something  like 
Vcnty  persons,  men  and  women,  and  those  were  such  as  bad  generally 
aken  an  active  part  in  the  transaction  of  business  in  that  meeting.  I 
kink  there  were  nine  or  ten  elders  in  that  meetings  and  I  believe  all  ei- 
Kpt  one,  signed  that  report. 

Q.  Have  those  who  remained  attached  to  your  Quarterly  Meeting  been 
lii  down  as  a  Monthly  Meeting?    . 

A.  Those  who  remained  attached  to  our  Quarterly  Meeting,  sustained 
ktir  Monthly  Meeting  for  some  considerable  length  of  time  after  the 
*p»ration;  but  feeling  the  responsibility  and  weight  of  the  faithful  dis- 
^»rge  of  the  duties  of  a  Monthly  Meeting,  and  the  due  administration 
>[  the  discipline,  they  proposed  for  consideration  their  being  attached 
*  Burlington  Monthly  Meeting,  which  was  united  with,  and  they  were 
Wwrdiogly  so  connected. 

,  "i  If  an  elder  or  over'scer  removes  away  from  his  meeting,  does  (le 
^old  his  oSice  in  that  meeting? 
i^he  does. 

lild  the  meeting  be  at  liberty  then  to  supply  his  place  by  a  new 
tot? 
r  'Ubtcdly,  if  they  judged  it  necessary,  they  would. 

1  discipline  point  out  any  regular  order  for  treating  with 
rseer,  in  order  to  relcnse  him  from  his  appointment? 
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A.  The  discipline  points  out  the  motle  iu  which  all  the  memb^ 
be  treated  wiih,  in  cases  of  uneasiness  on  any  oecation,  without  M 
specifically^  imo  the  parcicut&rs.  And  as  ministers  and  elder*^^ 
stations  and  faithful  dischar^  of  duties,  are  considered  to  nearijfl 
■  the  welfare  of  society,  they  are  placed,  comparatively  speakiag^|| 
a  double  Watch;  in  the  first  place  by  the  discipline  under  the  heid  a 
sisters  and  elders,  page  68,  we  find  the  roUowing:  "  And  if  any  act 
ledged  mcbibcr  of  our  meetings  of  ministers  and  elders,  shall  at  anf 
be  thougnl  by  negligence,  unfaithfulness,  or  otherwise^  to  have  In 
or  her  service  ia  that  station,  so  as  to  become  the  subject  of  uneai 
and  burthensome,  yet  not  so  as  to  be  under  the  care  of  a  meeting  ^ 
cipline  on  that  account,  or  foz-  misconduct,  it  is  advised  chat  a  4 
and  tender  care  be  extended  to  such  person,  according  lo  gospel  orf 
&c.  And  under  the  head  of  overseers,  page  79,  is  the  following:  "i 
recommended  that  in  every  Monthly  Mcctiug,a  proper  number  offlj) 
and  judicious  men  and  women,  belonging  to  each  of  the  particular  W] 
parative  Meetings,  be  appointed  to  the  station  of  overseers  nilhtl 
same;  whose  duty  it  is  to  exercise  a  vigilant  tender  care  over  their  fd 
members,  that  if  any  thing  repugnant  to  the  harmony  and  good  u 
of  the  society,  appears  among  ihcm,  it  may  be  timely  attended  to,  asd 
neglected ;  and  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  all  unnecessary  and' 
mature  complaints  to  meetings  of  business,  it  is  advised,  if  any  otfl 
shall  have  cause  of  complaint  against  another,  that  it  be  mentioM 
the  overseers,  who  are  to  see  that  the  party  complained  of  hml 
treated  with  according  to  gospel  order,  previous  to  the  casel>eni{ 
ported  to  the  Preparative  or  Monthly  Meeting."  From  those  port 
or  the  discipline,  together  with  all  the  rest  on  these  subjects,  I  am  I 
satislied  that  it  is  a  departure  from  the  discipline  to  impeach  any  n 
her,  either  minister,  elder,  or  other  member  in  a  Monthly  MeetioB 
to  introduce  their  names  there  under  any  circumstance  wbateteM 
they  have  first  been  treated  with,  either  in  one  or  the  other  of  tllM| 
modes  prescribed  in  the  discipline,  that  I  have  just  quoted. 

Q.  Does  not  the  discipline  last  quoted,  relate  to  offences  wWc^l 

result  in  disownincnts  from  membership?  A 

A.  I  do  not  discover  any  discrimination  or  distinction.  i 

Q.   Does  it  say  any  thing  about  the  mode  of  treatment  to  be  ud 

wards  an  elder  or  overseer,  in  respect  to  a  releasement  from  hisa^ 

A.  [t'does  not  specifically;  but  we  could  not  imagine  that  a  tHA 
would  wish  to  release  i'ailhful  and  judicious  elders  or  overseers;  ■ 
they  were  not  sucli,  ilicn  they  would  come  within  the  operation  M 
one  or  the  other  of  those  paragraphs  of  the  discipline.  1 

Q.  If  their  inability  arose  from  causes  that  could  not  involve  tlid 
liability  to  disownment,  such  as  the  infirmity  of  years,  would  tfa^ 
treated  with,  under  the  clause  of  discipline  last  quoted  by  you  ! 

A.  They  would  not  be  treated  under  any  discipline  vbatereq 
there  are  no  impossibilities  required.  j 

Q.  Is  the  care  to  be  exercised  by  the  meetings  of  ministers  and  Cl 
to  consist  in  spiritual  advice  and  admonition,  alone  ?  T 

A.  It  is  to  be  exti^nded  under  a  qualification,  that  it  is  dc 
that  source  thai  ^vill  t-iiablc  their  fellow  mi^mbers  to  treat  w' 
gospel  order;  and  after  this  has  been  done  by  individuals 
way,  it  then  becomes  a  more  general  and  public  concern,  ( 


:  r,(  „ur.!.(.T^  jii.f  .hli'.".,  r,ni!  H"  Oil:  d.ulreil  clft-cl  U  nui 

L  itiu  tiu-i:  uribcQuurtei-l}' Muct- 
.iitijELt  catuiiiC  I<e  rtmliirtd  iuii) 
jiitiaitU'l  lu  tlic  AliitiUilf  Mcct- 
<M:r)  niii!  tt>i:y  iliui  iicati:  lu  l)c 
']  i-ldcrauniilllKj  atKajipoinlat, 

:  litri  <lava  itat  ihtn  nrnteruk^  to 
,.,.  ..,,T:n...,  jigatn>ltl)t:tllM.ipli(ii:,  but  iiiei'dy 

ioui  tirailcf  of  Uopartui-c,  from  the  pAtli  of  rnlt- 

"   '  ull  for  mc  to  (Icfmr,  nn  ait  ^r  tl-.v  .roiiricl  clcai'ly 
iM.Nii  iiiv  *ii'w»;  liui  I  untlrrtian't  iHm 
lat  do  nol  compurt  nidi  the  tlnnilinic  tjt  .. 
I  bu  lilt  dutv  or  tlitir  Mlow  memli«rt  n ' 

i'i:u  uutcijmus  lb  [ 

1  and  dufif  or  <i. 

<  <  .  stnil  nhuuUl  th^- 

cn,  ihon  lite  wluct  i^ 
Hion.     I  coniitlcr  in  '■ 
[lit  into  view,  cither  ill  ,<. 
111^  Ki  church  cuniure 
t'uuli)  not  lfaa%  he,  in  a  tlej^rc 
:on[lGfnn  htftirc  the  irialr 
cunniili-p  nm;  fortbcy  wudIf]  hut t  been  {(cpviiiuitlyUbntind  ^ilV 
he  mcL'tins  of  niiniitcra  anti  cldrrK  does  nni  tlirn  nmlrrUke  to 
the  dtdcinliuct  hut  afKr  ti  Gmlit  ii*  latiatim  unntiitliog,  lhe>Ql^ 
6  clftim  the  alicniiun  of  a  nif  itin'^  nf  rt'urlplsrr? 
eonsitler  that  that  nic<:lin>;  in  tIi     ■      '  '   ■     !   ■        '    I'ufle 

'rcparftiivc  Mn-tlnp  and  ijuuri'  i  .1  «i- 

\  ihfir  care  and  luhour  lowardi  .  .  .rCd 

.    liielr  duiiu  fa)!lih:iiv  :.-.  inv  ,\  Uit  ]-i.iw.'r  it'«*; 
:>  be  iroiumliletl  to  thu  ftlauihlf  MutiiiK  > ' 
ilorii  (loiasiAmB  tg  diiuWD  oil  uidtviduali  li 


:e»  lu  itiTsuinc.lbc  trant  of  inntictncti 


ed,  obd  been  rc|;ui^'ly  lnins;nilli»l'l<i  ibc  altcaijaii «( llie  J 
Liif  for  diar.tptinnrj-  j.Ki-LiiUr.^i,: 

A.  N'o:  in  onj-orii  '  lulil  not  Ik 

Q.  Wl.i-n  a  mittji  .  Munlhlr.Mjrllnj:  In  | 

in  |[  llic  jiroitncc  <jl   :  .:iii  lu  grant  «  ccTiificaU 

mctnbcr,  uf  hi*,  riijtii  '    .  i 

A.  In  ftll  caKi,  (on'i)-t''u>  virh   Oi':  dhciplinc.  there  niDUbn 
maie  before  liic  cottilic4lc  cnn  be  granu-'l,  and  if  ibrit  t*  no'obi 
found  on  inijuiry,  it  U,  then  itie  tluif  of  tlic  Monthly  Mccitiig 
such  ci^i-tiiicatc. 

{^.  lif  iheditdplifi'^lBit  tlic  tiroviDcCuf  a.Monilily  Mcullng' 
whctlK-t-  ibcrii  in  vc  h  u<K  ub&irucliau  lu  itio  granting  c^ 
Ninuval? 

A.  Ye&:  if  ibi-y  sbould  err  In  juilijnicnt,  and  ennl 
and  cDDirar;  In  llic  cxprcai  provhionn  of  thr  duclpll 
bcccime  the  duly  of  ilie  Qiiurlcrly  Mi:<;iiiii;t(i  iBuatruuli 
for  Oil-  Monlbly  Mcvlthi;  b  lo  aiimmukr  llie  dUcipHni 

Q.  Is  a  Monihly  Mrciing  to  wliom  a  cciilficaic  uf  n 
by  anstlicr  Monlbly  Mccliug,  bound  to  accept  such  cctUfii 

A.  Not  under  all  circumsiunccs. 

Q.  The  Monlbly  Mcutitif^  to  vrhom  tbc  certificate  b  ilirccj 
right  to  juii^c  svhctber  it  will  mlmit  a  |)i;r»on  cuiuicig  wltli  %  oe 
tniD  iia  boaom  or  ntii? 

A.  Not  without  limit.  It  is  lo  lie  governed  by  the  dUblplil 
certilicatc  tliould  be  prrsenlud  to  a  Montlily  Meeting,  and  U  | 
found  that  that  indiviilunl  docs  not  rcnirlr  within  the  litnitaof.nt 
iDg)  it  is  not  bound  to  receive  Huch  certificate;  a^fl  it  U  to  tll4 
mcotinj;  tlial  ftranted  ll,  of  the  circumstances  of  the  ca«c. 

Q.  Su[ipo»eUc  docii  reside  within  tbc  limits  of  the  MwiitUJF^ 
and  rcEiiUi'iy  presents  the  certificate  for  acceptance?  , 

A.  If  that  certificate  has  been  tfrniKed  by  a  Monthly 
held  in  couroioiity  with  the  discipline  of  the  society,  1  ttOVf' 
that  the  meeting  would  receive  blm;  but  if  it  wa»  ^rantcd'by 
was  not  thuK  held,  it  could  not  consislcuily  be  received. 

Q.  Do  you  (hen  consider,  that  one  Monthly  Mceilnu  hastba 
judge  wbelbcr  tbc  proccedinga  of  unuther  have  bcca  to  ctfoftia 
the  discipline  of  the  society? 

A.  By  no  means.  The  (juaricily  Meeting  of  which  auch 
Meetin^r  is  u  component  part.  U  to  be  the  judge  in  thai  ci* 
otlicr  Monthly  Meeting  has  a  right  to  place  itself  in  I  hi;  seal 
mcnt.  to  determine  whether  the  Quarterly  Meeting  has  juUgCi 

Q.  You  say  that  the  certificate  could  not  be  consistently  rei 
the  meeting  granting  it  was  not  held  In  the  order  of  the  sgewt) 
Monthly  Meeting,  then,  refuses  to  receive  the  ceriificatc,  dp> 
assume  to  judge  whether  the  meeting  granting  it  hod  bcfn-hi 
order  of  the  society? 

A. 'By  no  means.  The  Quarterly  Meeting  must  dclurmlne 
don't  take  upon  ourselves  that  rcspunsibiiily. 

Q.  Docs  it  not  apptiir,  from  the  records  nf  Chcslcrfiicljl 
Slcctingi  under  date  of  Sixih-monlb  rth,  IBI*,tIiat  "a  Iclwr 
ccived  from  the  Monthly  Meetin);  of  Phlladelphlu,  enclosing  t 
Bcalc  of  removal  which  was  granted,  m      -  by  thu 
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ond-month  last,  Ihc  consideration  of  which  is  referred  to  the  next 
g;;"  and  al  the  next  meeting  was  not  the  certificate  accepted  back 
although  the  individual  resided  in  Philadelphia,  and  was  not 
inablc  by' the  society? 

t  docs  so  appear  on  those  records;  and  it  was  an  unusual  occur- 
but  there  were  some  peculiar  circumstances  attached  to  that  case, 
:luced  one  Monthly  Meeting  to  return  it,  and  the  other  to  receive 
.  But  I  believe  it  could  not  have  been  insisted  on  by  the  meeting 
:h  it  was  directed,  had  it  not  been  assented  to  by  the  meeting 
anted  it. 

1  wlvat  way  could  the  individual  have  been  forced  on  the  meeting 
rn  the  certificate  was- directed? 

do  not  imagine  that  the  meeting  v/ould  have  required  any  force 
ply  with  the  common  usac^es  of  the  society, 
las  it  then  been  the  practice  of  the  society  for  the  meetings,  as 

individuals,  to  act  together,  in  condescension  one  to  another, 
:ir  business  should  be  conducted  in  harmony,  without  the  use  of 

t  has  been  the  general  practice  of  society;  but  never  to  let  our 
rcnsion  carry  us  to  that  extent  as  to  admit  of  the  laying  waste  of 
:ipHne  of  the  society. 

I  the  case  last  quoted,  did  not  the  Phihidelpliia  Monthly  Meeting, 
undertake  to  judj^e  the  proceedings  of  your  Monthly  Meeting, 
liiiK  the  certificate? 

do  nut  remember  the  contents  of  the  information  accompanying 
•linrale  on  its  return:  it  is  evident  they  went  thus  fur,  to  con- 
hat  they  had  rather  not  receive  the  individual  as  a  member  of 
[onthly  Meeting,  than  to  receive  him;  l)ut  1  do  not  apprehend 
ey  came  to  any  conclusion,  but  that  if  we  insisted  on  it,  they 
io  nucive  him. 

id  you  meet  with  those  whom  il  appears  from  the  minute  ex- 
l)y  you  yesterday,  at  the  time  when  it  purports  to  release  you 
le  station  of  an  elder  in  (.'hesterfield  ^lonthly  Meeting,  or  did 
et  srparalelv  from  that  bodv? 

did  not.  meet  at  the  meeting  house  at  that  time,  with  those  who 
•ed  in  preparing  that  minute;  but  I  met  regularly  every  month, 
e,  at  the  stated  periods  of  lujhling  Cheslerficld  Monthly  Mei.ting, 
ose  who  adhered  to  the  discipline;  ;ind  we  continued  to  transact 
iness  of  that  meeting  at  thai  lime,  and  have  done  so  ever  since, 
'ere  vou  in  unity  with  that  meeting  that  ma<le  such  minute  of 
nent? 

o,  I  v/as  not:  nor  never  held  any  ii;)poinlnKnl  made  in  that 
p  iheiTforc,  il  was  usi-Uss  to  make  such  minute  of  rrleasemcMit. 
/hat  i;roun»l  of  complaint,  then,  had  you  a:;'.iinst  that  meeting, 
bt'iM'r  treated  with  brfore  vou  were  reliM'^ed,  in  tin-  rri^ii/tU'  orf/f*r 
ihciplin(*,\vhirli,  I  believe,  is  the  langna:;t'  «>f  a  (i'l*.  .-.lion  addressed 
)\\  le.ut  suSjecir 

VUvJ  I  said  on  that  o^-rasion,  w^s  in  an*  \v(  r  to  a  quest itin  from 
tis*  1  on  the  oihir  si^'.e,  and  ^•.  as  not  de.  ii'.ned  as  a  roiuiiittint 
fhi'iu  for  u!ider»akin;j  to  do  wh.it  ll;ey  had  not  the  j.ower  to  lio. 
oes  not  one  of  the  queries  to  be  answered  l>y  ihe  ministers  and 
nqnire  that  th«v  shouM  be  **  in  nnitv  wiili  ilw  iiiiitin;j  they 
to''" 


j\,  Tu<  it  nwlaubuAIr  Joea;  but  ii  My tnolhlns  aboU  a 
t]ii^  doit't  bclDnc  iQ. 

,  Q.  What  ilifGiplinc  doci  it  violate  Tor  t  Mofllhly  Mevling  ton 
urlificBle  uf  rcrnvml  la  a  I'ricnd,  agaiott  whom  thnre  U.hd'cIi 
■ny.tncctios  fur  diKcipUncf 

A.  I  coniidcr,  if  on  tm|uirjf  by  n  eomraitice  uppoiined  Tor  -l 
pOiCi  iibiiructioDi  arc  founil,  aUhoB|[li  there  may  he  no  ctiawe 
n)ceiing'&  miimtos  agiinii  (he  iiiitivliluul,  the  jtraotlii;^  a  ceriiliei 
person  tliUB  circumMancetl,  would  be  a  violalivti  af  (iie  [oUuivIn 
graph:  "AVItrn  a  Monthly  Mceliog-  is  engaged  to  ptvpai-ea  cv 
on  account  of  the  rmuoval  of  any  l-'i-icnd,  to  reside  -witbin  1ii*-n 
anothT  Mnnitil^  Meciiiif^.  cBreful  inquiry  shall  be  mado  liyacDn 
appoinU't  for  that  purpose,  rcsiiccting  (hu  litaMion  of  hii  or* 
poral  atTairs;  and  also,  if  sinnlc,  conrcniiit[r  ihcir  itluation  in  I 
ip^marriagc  engat;?mcnM|  and  if,  on  such  tn<|uu-}-,  no'^-™"— ^"^ 
be  found,  Ihc  cvrtiticalt;  nhould  hIaXc,  thnt,  on  intjulry, 
pcfirtd,  rclative^o  hia  oi-  licr  oulvard  affairs,  to  the  f>milin(>li)s 

Q.  Thoiijfh  ib£  Yoarlj  and  Quaj-terly  MpetinRs  rcconuncn 
ektabllKhmehl  of  schools  to  diffuse  the  benefits  of  cducatinn,  ■ 
AitptktbLy  and  Prcpar&iivo  Moctiogs  chicHy  instrumcnuil  ifi  o 
recommcrKlaiion  tnici  fMici.!  . 

.A-  if  tlic  Monthly  and  Preparative  M<rctin|;s  liad  uut  uoilcf 
work,  the  It  CO  m  III  end  at  ion »  of  those  superior  nicciinga  wduU  i 
tit:cti  carried  iiiio  effect.  And  when  (licy  thns  uniied  m  tlic  oBn 
became  ihuir  ^I'bper  sphere  of  action  to  jlrrform  the  mutt  nctirt 
in  i^arrying  oo  lite  work  so  begun.  ■  '. 

(J.  Do  not  infiTinrnirclings  rccomtnrnd  TOatters  up  lu  thccsi 
tioii  of  supi-rior  meetings  for  a.  more  general  consent  and  e 
as  well  as  superior  ones  down  to  the  infuriorj  , 

A.  Yes— that  frciiucntly  occurs  in  the  course  of  the  imhsactll 
bu^iiie^n  of  meeting!  for  discipline,  but  there  is  a  disiinctiDnS 
recammendaliuns  whetf  the  nature  of  the  case  require*  iI,  tliel 
meeting  can  riijaln  the  observance  of  it  on  the  inferior,  but  the 
iiieetiug  has  not  that  power  over  the  superior.  ■    ■ 

Q.  Would  that  be  exercised  hy  advice  and  patient  labnurP     ■ 

A.  ft  ivould  drpvnd  on  thn  naluie  of  the  cascj  aueli  a  r^re  « 
rxtendi'd,  as  Appeared  conMSteut  with  the  discipline  and  guBd  a 
the  society. 

Q.  In  there  any  query  periodically  read  in  the  meelin^f,  tami 
notice  and  supervision  of  superior  meeting*  matters  of  prapert}^4 
is.  in  respect  to  disciplinary  conccrnBr  .  ■  : 

A.  There  is  (omcthing  contained  in  the  book  of  diaciiiltnct  I 
subjoined  to  the  queries,  which  is  obligatory  on  I'reparauvbiutdi 
ly  Mcclinga,  to  read  at  staled  limes,  vii:  "That  all  public  g 
legacies  be  strictly  applied  to  ihe  uses  intended  by  the  doOQr«;« 
unforeseen  occurrence  should  render  auch  compliiincc  cUlltcttl^ 

Sracticublc.  Iliat  an  early  application  be  made  to  the  Meeting 
sriogsfurits  advice  or  uiistiiiancc;  and  that  timely  car*  bp**"^ 
rencwttl  of  trusts." 


If 


luld  wi*h  roPtbrr 
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ige  53  of  the  book  of  discipline,  under  the  head  of  <'  meeting 
"  as  follows:  **  It  is  recommended  to  Quarterly  and  Monthly 
^89  to  make  timely  and  careful  inspection  into  the  situation  of 
s  of  meeting  houses,*'  Sec.  to  the  end  of  the  section  under  that 
I  would  also  refer  to  the  third  section  of  discipline,  under  the 
Meeting  for  Sufferings,**  page  56:  **  To  inspect  and  explain 
>  land,  or  other  estate  belonging  to  any  of  our  meetings;  also 
>le  legacies  and  donations ;  and  to  give  such  advice  respecting 
,c  as  may  appear  to  be  necessary." 

id  I  understand  you  yesterday  to  say,  that  the  Yearly  Meeting 
1  any  money  towards  the  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  school 

did  not  intend  to  be  so  understood — I  certainly  did  not  mean  to 

!ow  are  the  stocks  of  Monthly,  Quarterly  and  Yearly  Meetings 
raised? 

expect  there  is  some  difference  in  the  mode,  but  most  generally 
ntary  contribution;  there  arc  exceptions  to  this,  or  at  least  at  Bur- 
Quarterly  Meeting,  the  standing  stock  of  that  meeting  was  raised 
ally  by  devises  by  will. 

re  the  payments  or  gifts  to  the  meetings  of  the  society  always 
ry,  or  is  there  any  compulsive  assessment  ? 
:  may  be  considered  in  one  sense  voluntary  always,  but  not  in 
ense — because  each  subordinate  meeting  has  a  certain  quota  ap- 
ed to  it,  which  it  is  considered  responsible  for;  the  meetings  who 
e  collecting  monies  for  any  purposes  of  a  superior  meeting,  most 
ly  receive  voluntary  contributions  from  individuals ;  but  that  is 
case  in  all  meetings  that  I  am  acquainted  with.  Some  appoint 
.tees  to  apportion  the  amount  required,  and  the  members  of  tbat 
I  having  united  with  this  measure,  feel  themselves  bound  to  pay 
portionment. 

Vhen  any  individual  is  called  upon  to  contribute  to  that  appor- 
nt,  can  he  be  in  any  way  compelled  to  pay,  if  he  does  not  choose 
ol 

have  never  known  a  case  wherein  there  was  any  necessity  for 
Isory  measures;  but  in  case  of  such  refusal,  I  apprehend  that  the 
nembers  of  that  meeting  would  sooner  pay  such  individual's  pro- 
I  than  to  resort  to  compulsory  measures  with  him,  but  it  would 
ly  place  him  in  the  situation  of  a  very  unworthy  member. 
Vhen  they  do  contribute,  does  each  pay  what  he  thinks  his  cir- 
nces  will  conveniently  admit  of? 

t  would  be  dilTicult  for  me  to  say  on  what  principles  each  indi- 
contributed;  but  it  is  generally  understood,  that  all  consistent 
Ts  will  be  willing  to  contribute  in  proportion  to  their  circum- 

I 

•• 

Vould  it  be  under  a  penalty  of  being  considered  an  unworthy 

rr,  if  a  meeting  were  to  decline  paying  the  quota  or  contribution 

ted? 

fes,  1  apprehend  it  would;  it  would  be  a  mark  of  insubordination. 

f  I  understand  you,  individuals  have  not  particular  quotas  assessed 

liem,  as  meetings  have? 

«Jot  in  the  general — I  stated  that  there  is  a  didorGace  in  ilifTcrcnt 

gs. 


Q.  In  the  division  of  the  BurHngion  Quarter))'  MrtliBfflffjm 
WM  reifird  hail  to  the  rjuotfeB  or  aji  port  ion  men  ta  in  wliich"  tnis| 
mcctltiR*  uiuitllv  contribvtcd  to  the  t)i(»:k  or  ihc  tupertor  meeilifj 

A-  Yci,  I  umlenlttiid  that  m  have  Ucrn  the  cnsc.  , 

Q.  Olhor  I'tTparmiTC  Mcotlnif*  then  thon  CbestrrBcli]  obUin 
props rtirxiBiC  thnrcF  flj 

A.  I  lidicTi;  (bit  M-Di  thi-  case.  *  V 

Q.  Has  Cticmeifielil  Preparative  Meeting  always  been  In  thtfj 
nl  iijip:iiHtlng  lilt!  tri^asurer  and  trustee*  to  mana^  ihe  kcbool  n 

A.  I  undurstand  ihut  to  1»c  the  biiKiticn*  of  ihnt  Preparxim  V 
.     Q.  Have  ihtuc  tru»lcr»  rcportcH  to  thai  Preparative  Meetilm 

A.  I  t»-1ii-ve  it  haa  been  the  practice  ^vnerally.  Tor  thctir  Iq  fl 
port  nnnuall;  to  that  meeting.  J 

Q.  Has  Uie  Monthly  or  any  other  tnccling  appointed  truatefl 
same  purpose,  or  have  the  trustees  of  thai  hind  l>CL-a  \n  xtii!'|n 
reporiinc  to  any  nifirr  mettlng  than  Ihn  Preparative  Mrulingi  ■ 

A.  or  latter  time  the  report  ba*  been  mailc,  I  bulicve,'  goifl 
the  Preiiarative  Meeting  only;  but  at  an  tarlier  period  orttiatiifl 
ninii,  the  trgiteca  vf  Ihe  PpEparalive  Mi'Ctinjf  and  cammittn 
subject  of  schoiils  appointed  hy  ihe  Monihty  Mcciint;*  ofirt  S 
(oj;etlier,  and  report  wat  made  to  the  MontMy  Meedilg*^  Sf4 
reijuired,  'S 

tj.  That  1b,  the  Monthly  Meeting's  connmttlcc  reporiedt^in 
B(n(c  of  that  school,  togtlbcr  with  that  of  other  Prepnratlve-Wjjl 

A.  If  there  were  other  school*  s(  the  dttiv,  there  would  Ifi^ 
rmbracing  all  the  school*  within  the  Monthly  Meeting,  and'fU 
would  thus  be  laid  before  the  Monthly  Meeting.  '    -4 

(^.  The  Monthly  Mi^ftiiiR's  coinmitiee  thtn,  I  suppose,  wA 
undertake  to  manage  the  jieetiniart/  concerns  of  the  school? 

A.  Noj  they  would  not,  while  the  Preparative  Meeting  aad'tl 
tees  discharged  their  dutieii  cunsUtent  wltli  the  design  of  the  tntU 

Q.  If  I  have  understood  your  views,  you  consider  the  childi'fi^ 
whom  you  call  separaiiats  as  still  your  members?  >  ^ 

A.  'i'liose  thai  are  minors  we  do.  •       '-'^4 

Q.  You  of  couric  then  consider  them  as  proper  objecU  tp,baM 
by  tbU  Echoul  fund,  in  respect  to  tbeirvdiirnttonP  "J 

A.  If  ihcir  parenljt  were  indigent,  no  doubt  they  would  be  em 
have  the  expense  of  ihelr  Achoultng  paid  out  of  the  pruci:edt  sf  iB 
for  that  was  the  first  object  of  Ihe  institution.  .  '  1 

Q.  So  far  as  sucb  should  be  educated  out  of  this  fund,  It«fl 
be  a  misapplication  of  the  trust?  ''M 

A.  I  do  not  apprehend  it  Would.  ^ 

Q.  Have  ihose  who  are  in  possestiion  of  the  schooI-hAivM^cWl 
to  any  of  your  children  entitled  to  ii,  the  IjcncHl  of  ednctitioit  W 
fund!  '  ■""■ 

A,  1  don't  apprehend  that  there  has  cvei-  been  ariy  appliniioid 
10  know  what  tlicy  would  •'f*!  for  we  do  not  consider  that  diojHI 
conii-ol  or  supciintrndcncc  in  the  concern'  consistent  with  tItH 
ettablialinivnt,  Uii'refoie  there  would  be  an  iinproprioiy  lh.l}n 
them,  to  know  wbut  ihej^ould  do,  '      ^ 

y.  When  an  individuS  i»  dis^.wncr!  jukI  anpeal*,  can  tlfttfl 
mcfiing  do  olherwEK  than  ui!    ;,  .: mi   thr  judimiW"'^ 
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The  superior  nicelmg  jjciierally  docs  one  or  Ihc  other. 

fa  Quarterly  Mcotin|^  does  not  afln-m  the  judgment  of  disownment 

ionthly  Meeting,  does  the  individual  stand  in  lull  membership 

3n  the  Monthly  Meeting's  receiving  such  information  from  the 
jrly  Meeting,  the  individual  is  again  considered  a  member, 
f  I  understand  your  practice,  or  the  practice  of  your  society,  you 
send  back  a  case  when  the  judgment  of  a  Montlily  Meeting  has 
svcrsed  for  a  jiew  ttial^  (as  we  sliould  say  in  court?) 
The  discipline  says,  they  shall  either  conjinn  or  reverse,  and  it  there 
Yithout  recommending  that. 

\s  Jiurlington  Quarterly  Meeting  undertook  to  set  Chesterfield 
ly  Meeting  right  in  some  errors  of  inadvertency,  or  for  want  of 
ation,  I  would  ask  if  that  Quarter  itself  was  in  exact  accordance 
le  discipline,  and  the  usage  of  the  society,  when  it  agreed  to  a 
of  a  committee  on  an  appeal  which  says,  *»that  we  do  not  think 
t  to  confirm  the  said  judgment,"  (the  judgment  of  the  Monthly 
*&>)  "  and  we  are  united  in  proposing  that  the  case  be  resumed  in 
eparative  Meeting  whence  it  came,  and  weightily  proceeded  in?" 
.erfield  Monthly  fleeting  Records,  7ih  of  rourih-month,  1812.] 
That  report  is  couched  in  language  that  is  rather  uncommon  on 
ccasions:  and  to  say  that  it  was  in  strict  accordance  with  the  dis- 
,  I  am  not  prepared  to  do:  it  was  a  proposition  to  the  subordinate 
g,  and  not  an  injunction. 

ire  not  the  directions  of  superior  meetings  usually  in  similar  Ian- 
of  recommendation  that  is  used  in  this  case? 
riie  mode  of  expression  frequently  varies,  according  to  the  cir- 
mces  of  the  case. 

3id  the  Preparative  Meeting  whence  the  case  came,  resume  and 
ily  proceed  in  it? 

'.  am  not  perfectly  clear  whether  the  Preparative  ever  took  the 
t  up;  but  1  am  satisfied  the  Monthly  Meeting  never  acted  upon  it. 
Jid  not  the  case  come  from  the  Preparative  fleeting  to  which  you 
? 

Vcs. 

k'ou  did  not  then  see  occasion  to  follow  the  recommendation  of 
larterly  Meeting  in  that  case? 

[  cannot  say  positively  whether  we  resumed  it  or  not. 
Does  Thomas  L.  Shotwell  claim  this  mortgage  money  as  his  own, 
lold  it  for  what  he  considers  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting? 
[  never  conversed  with  Thomas  L.  Shotwell  on  the  subject,  and 
undertake  to  say  on  what  ground  he  thus  acts. 
Have  vou  not  reason  to  believe  that  he  is  but  a  stakeholder,  or 
al  party,  while  the  real  claimants  are  the  two  bodies,  respectively 
ng  to  be  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting? 

[  have  not  been  in  the  practice  of  hazarding  an  opinion  without 
foundation;  and  as  I  observed  before,  I  have  not  conversed  with 
as;  but  if  the  counsel  wishes  my  opinion,  after  stating  this  much, 
.  endeavour  to  give  it. 
nsel.  I  do. 

Jicss.  I  observe,  in  the  course  of  this  examination,  on  the  records 
ned  in  a  book  purporting  to  be  Chesterfield  Monthly  Meetint;,  un- 
itCf  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  of  First-month,  18::8,  the  vciy  day,  I 


36ft 

iblnk,  that  we  were  voder  the  n«ccasily  of  nithdrawiBf;  fra 

Bousdii  order  10  irsmsacltlwconcerasuf  sot;ii.iv.a 

ih&tTligmsts  L.  Shutncll  pr«sent'»I  lu  tli^< 

la  ihc  mcelinif  hauu;,  a  pftjici"  of  acknu  ■  i 

of  Uic  succeeding  mceliiig  It  funlter  s^p]>^- 

a  iricrobcr  among  then) ;  ihcrcfore  I  caniiol  .,l.j.,.^,,. 

inlcrcsied  character. 

Q.  Do  you  Kupposc  that  he  claims  the  money  bi  his  prifl 
or  for  iht  meeting  to  which  he  belongs?  • 

A*  I  ihoutcl  think  It  muni  reasonable  lo  conclude  ibu,  ^ 
the  tncating  'o  which  lie  belongs- 

Q.  Have  you  attendcti  this  examination  very  conilttUyS 
mciicenieDC,  advixing  and  assisting  therein? 

A.  I  hare  been  here  pretty  conslaiilly  during 
have  rendered  such  services  as  I  thought  becoming  >i)y.s| 

And  the  said  Samuel  Craft  being  rc-cxamincd  in  chief 
the  said  Joseph  Hendrlckson,  further  saith; 

Question  by  Mr.  Sloan.  After  you  were  compelled  WJ^ 
the  meeting,  tn  First-month.    1828,  did  you  nfierwurtf^ 
aamc  house  for  the  purpose  of  holding  your  meeiiiig,  i 
mitted  to  do  so? 

A.  Al  the  stated  lime  of  holding  the  Preparative  Mm 
and  elders,  in  Fifth-month,  1 828,  some  of  the  membcrs.wa 
ing  house  for  the  purpose  of  holding  that  meeting  there* 
(he  house  shut;  and  I  tried  to  open  each  of  the  out  <|[(D»^QijB 
them  fast ;  and  therefore  we  went  to  another  place  in  th$  'if^ 
vficks,  aDd  held  the  meeting. 

Q.  In  answer  to  a  question  in  your  cross-cxamijiaiioi 
so  far  as  this  fund  should  be  applied  to  the  education  dfo 
tlreii  of  indigent  parents,  who  had  gone  oft  in  the  aepaii^ 
be  a  misapplication  of  the  trust,  you  have  said,  thaL,y(f% 
hend  it  would ;  do  you  mean  to  say,  ihut  it  would  hcjia.a 
of  those  funds  if  so  appropriated,  by  those  whom  you  tor 
separated  from  the  society,  or  tljat  such  children  wonll^,^ 
the  benefits  of  it  upon  proper  application  to  the  trustee!^ 
the  regular  order  of  society? 

A*  1  meant  to  be  understood,  and  supposed  I  had  used  lung* 
would  convey  clearly,  that  all  appropriations  of  llial 
to  the  fund,  must  be  made  by  trustees  regularly  appointed  Lf  C 
field  Preparative  Meeting  of  Friends,  and  that  those  who  have  fti 
have  no  control  whatever  over  ii;  and  further  this  afhimant  Mtllk^ 

Affirmed  and  subscribed  as  aforesaid,  al  the  house  of  Wi|j 
way,  in  Camden,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  this  eighth  day  a 
'ghteen  hundred  und  thirty-one-  SAUuehC 

Before  me,  J.  J.  Few 

Maslfr  and  I 

Thomas  Cvaks,  the  other  witness  named  in  the  - 

illor,  being  recalled,  on  the  part  of  the  said  Joiq 

alleging  himself  lo  be  conscientiously  scrupulous  i  i 

being  duly  aflirmed  according  to  hiw,  on  his  wlemn  a 

QuC&tion  by  Mr,  Siom.  .H«va  you  .had  tic^  4ccut  lo,  ».M  A 
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researches  in  the  records  of  various  meetings  of  the  Society  of 
},  and  more  especially  of  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

have  had  access  to  the  records  of  a  number  of  the  meetings  of 
igious  Society  of  Friends;  more  particularly  since  I  was  under 
ation  before  in  this  causey  and  have  made  considerable  research 
sir  contents. 

an  you  state  when,  and  by  what  meetings  representatives  were 
nt  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  of  Philadelphia? 
The  first  representatives  that  attended  that  meeting,  from  its  con- 
t  meetings,  attended  in  the  year  1687,  in  pursuance  of  the  written 
>ns  of  that  meeting,  issued  in  the  preceding  year,  1 686,  as  follows: 
ed  that  two  Friends  or  more  be  appointed  out  of  every  Quarterly 
g,  that  are  capable  to  give  an  account  of  the  affairs  of  truth,  and 
id  this  general  Yearly  Meeting,  to  be  held  from  time  to  time  until 
1  meeting  shall  be  ended."  From  that  period  up  to  the  present 
epresentatives  appear  to  have  been  regularly  appointed  by  the 
ive  Quarterly  Meetings,  and  to  have  attended  the  Yearly  Meeting 
ngly. 

)o  you  quote  from  an  extract  made  from  the  Yearly  Meeting  mi- 
ind  compared  by  you? 

made  the  extract  myself,  and  carefully  compared  it  with  the 
1  record. 

Price  objects  to  copies  from  minutes  being  here  proved  and  given 
*nce,  while  the  books  containing  such  minutes  are  in  the  posses- 
the  opposite  party,  and  not  produced  here  in  obedience  to  the 
.vhich  have  been  served  upon  them  so  to  do. 
rom  a  careful  examination  of  those  records,  were  you  enabled  to 
r  instance  in  which  representatives  have  been  sent  to  that  Yearly 
5  by  a  Monthly  Meeting? 

rom  a  careful  examination  of  the  minutes  of  each  year,  it  appears 
tre  has  been  no  instance,  in  which  representatives  have  been  sent 
fearly  Meeting  by  the  appointment  of  a  Monthly  Meeting.  They 
ways  been  appointed  by  the  Quarterly  Meetings  or  meetings  of 
*ior  grade. 

\  there  any  record  to  be  found  authorizing  any  such  change  in  its 
ition? 
'here  is  none. 

that  Yearly  Meeting  in  possession  of  the  records  of  its  annual 

from  its  organization  to  the  present  time? 
.  is,  with  the  exception,  I  think,  of  the  year  1693,  part  of  the 
I  of  which  appear  to  have  been  mislaid. 

[as  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends,  of  Philadelphia,  maintained 
ir  and  constant'correspondence  with  that  in  London? 
es,  it  has  so,  ever  since  its  establishment;  and  the  epistle  to  Lon- 
regularly  copied  on  the  minutes,  from  the  year  1695  to  the  prc- 

le. 

I  what  year  does  the  Yearly  Meeting  appear  to  have  been  esta- 

ilhe  year  1685. 

^hen  the  time  or  place  of  holding  the  Yearly  Meeting  has  been 

1,  has  it  always  been  done  by  the  meeting  itself,  while  sitting, 

iilarly  entered  on  its  minutes? 

es,  that  has  always  been  the  case.  The  Yearly  Meeting  as  origi- 

IL 
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nally  established,  convened  in  Sevenih-monthy  old  style,  in  the  year  17SI| 
the  Yearly  Mcctinj*  of  London,  by  its  epistle  received  last  year,  requeH^ 
cd  thQ  Yearly  Mceiinjj^  of  Philudolphia,  to  adopt  a  new  computation  tTj 
time,  agreeably  to  uii  act  of  parliament  then  recently  passed:  it  aCcoHk] 
ingly  did  su;  and  the  concluding  minute  of  that  Yearly  Meeting  is i|i 
these  words,  (the  witness  reads  from  a  manuscript,)  '*  business  beil|J 
ended,  the  meeting  adjourned  to  Burlington  on  the  24th  day  of  Nintk^! 
month;  in  the  next  year,  according  to  the  new  method  of  ^ompatiif| 
time,  which  will  be  on  the  second  First-day  of  the  week,  in  the  mootl 
by  law,  called  September."     In  the  year  1755,  a  change  was  made  efj 
the  house,  in  which  the  meeting  convened  at  Philadelphia,  as  appeiif 
by  the  iblluwing  minutes;  ^^  at  a  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Philadelphil 
for  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Sec.  by  adjournments,  from  the  30th  dif 
of  Ninth-month,  to  the  '26ih  day  of  the  same  inclusive,  1755.     Beglli 
business  un  the  2  Jnd,  being  the  Second-day  of  the  week,  in  the  afteiiiooi|< 
in  the  great  meeting  house;"   the  afternoon  being  spent  in  the  reidioij 
of  some  epistles  and  other  business,  the  meeting  adjourned  bythefidpj 
lowing  minute,  ^^  after  which  the  meeting  adjourns  to  meet  at  Pine'itMUl 
meeting  house,  at  10  o'clock  on  Fourth-day  morning."  In  the  year  I7$t$i 
the  time  at  which  the  meeting  was  to  convene  was  changed,  as  appdRpi 
by  the  following  minute:  ^*  it  is  agreed,  that  the  Yearly  Meeting  aotl 
year,  be  held  on  the  fourth  First-day  of  the  week,  in  Ninth-month;! 
that  at  that  meeting  it  be  considered,  whether  the  increasing  number; 
our  youth,  of  whom  many  are  serviceable  members  of  society,  i' 
other  circumstances,do  not  render  it  necessary  to  hold  the  Y'early  Meet 
constantly  at  Philadelphia."     Previous  to  the  year  1760,  the  YetiM 
Meeting  had  been  held  alternately  at  Burlington  and  Philadelphii;  W 
the  propriety  of  holding  it  altogether  at  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  bani|j 
sevLral  limes  cMi(a!;ecl  ilie  atteniion  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  the  followinf, 
niiniiu-  was  nuale  in  the  year  176  sviz:  **the  consiilc  ration  of  the  properCllJ 
place  i'A'  lu/KIiii;;  uur  ^  laily  Meeiln^'s  of  business  in  future,  Dowcoiih| 
iijg  unt'ur  i\ic  ^.oli»l  iioiit  l  and  il.oui^lu  of  this  meeting,  and  much  timi 
LeiuL;   .s],iii:  liu'i-iiii,  and  full  ojijuiiuniity  v;ivin  for  a  free  communicar 
tion  (jf  i'rii.Mui^'   senaiULn'.s,  and  ilic  caliiiin:^   iuHuences  of  gospel  loT* 
beinij  over  us,  ii  apj)ears  Uj  be  ihe  most  ijeneral  sense,  that  as  Philadel- 
phia Lb  Ibc  n.ari'sl   CLuM'td  lor  the   body  of  ihe  society,  it  is,  thcrefoNi 
the  niost  coiivcnicnt  for  that  ])urpose.'  In  humble  thankfulness  for  ite 
continued  renewint;s  of  heavenly  favour,  through  the  several  sittingsol 
this  large   and  solemn    meeting,   the    meeting  adjourns   to  the  fourA 
First-day  in   Xinth-month  next,   then  to  meet  at   Philadelphia,  if  the 
Lord  permit."     In  conformity  with  this  adjournment,  the  meeting  ac- 
cordingly assembled    in    Philadelphia   the  ensuing    year,  at   the  Kn« 
streei  meeiint;  bouse,  and  coniinucd  to  iiueL  at  that  house  until  the  year 
iryr.     At  the  llrst  siiiinir  of  liie  Waily  Meciing  that  year,  an  adjonrn- 
ment  v.as  inude  lu  ilu.-  norih  mcelinj^  house,  in  consequence  of  the  pit* 
valence  of  a  Cont;.:;ious  ui:>easi',  in  ihc  viciniiy  of  that  of  Pine  sircelj 
the  following  minute  being  made  at  ibe  close  of  the  sitting  on  Secowl- 
day  morniiig.      »•  The  r«  [jn'stnlaiiw..',  bcin;,-  desired  to  stay  togcthcrii 
choose  a  Friend  to  serve  the  meetin.'.^  as  clerk,  adjourned  to  meet  tf 
half  past  three  o'clock  in  the  south  apaiiment  of  the  north  mceljll 
house,"     At  the  concluding  sitting  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  that  yeal|'** 
was  agreed  to  convene  il.e  ensuing  year,  at  the  Pine  street  meeting  hoBS«J 
when  the  following  minute  was  made:  *=  :9ih  of  the  month,  and  sixth  of 


371 

le  week)  feeling  our  minds  clothed  with  fervent  charily,  we  desire  that 
«  same  deep  searchings  of  heart  which  have  been  excited  among  us, 
tay  take  place  among  our  absent  members,  that  the  travail  of  the 
Hirch  may  be  generally  circulated  throughout  our  borders;  under  a 
Jlisc'  of  divine  regard,  the  meeting  adjourns  to  the  usual  time  next 
Hir,  to  meet  at  our  meeting  house  in  Pine  street,  if  the  Lord  permit.** 
btwithstanding  the  great  sickness  and  mortality  which  prevailed  in 
Wcity  during  the  ensuing  autumn,  the  Yearly  Meeting  did  accordingly 
mvene  at  the  time  and  place  adjourned  to.  Keprescniativcs  from  all  the 
[aarterly  Meetings  except  one,  attended;  the  meeting  was  regularly 
|»ened,  and  an  adjournment  made  to  Twelfth-month  following. 
Adjourned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

'  Saturday  morning,  9th  April,  at  10  o'clock.     Examination  of  Thomas 
Evans  continued.     Present  as  before. 

[The  witness  proceeds.] — At  this  adjourned  meeting,  a  proposal  to 
iange  the  time  of  year  at  which  the  meeting  assembled,  was  taken  un- 
fcr  consideration,  and  referred  to  a  committee  appointed  out  of  the  re- 

Eclive  Quarterly  Meetings.  That  committee  reported  in  favour  of 
tting  thereafter,  on  the  third  Second-day  in  Fourtli-month  in  each 
ktLT,  which  report  was  adopted  by  the  meeting,  and  at  the  concluding 
kting,  the  following  minute  was  made,  '*  Seventh-day  of  the  week  and 

Eth  of  the  month,  a  renewal  of  right  ability  to  travail  in  and  conduct 
5  various  concerns  which  have  come  before  us,  being  graciously  vouch- 
ifed  through  the  several  sittings  of  this  meeting,  uniting  the  truly  bap- 
heed  members  of  the  church  in  the  bond  of  pure  gospel  fellowship,  under 
tomforting  evidence,  and  thankful  acknowledgment  that  our  heavenly 
Faster  has  been  thus  mindful  of  us,  the  meeting  adjourns  to  meet  again 
H  the  third  Second*day  of  the  week,  in  Fourth-month  next,  if  consistent 
|}h  the  divine  will  so  to  permit."  The  Yearly  Meeting  accordingly 
haembled  at  the  time  adjourned  to,  and  has  continued  to  meet  at  that 
mc  in  each  year  ever  since.  Its  sittings  were  held  in  the  Pine  street 
meeting  house,  until  the  year  1802:  and  at  the  close  of  the  sitting  on  Se- 
>Tid-day  afternoon,  that  year,  the  following  minute  was  made:  *'  the 
kecting adjourned  to  meet  at  the  north  meetinghouse, at  the  ninth  hour 
>-inorrow  morning:"  it  continued  to  meet  in  that  house  until  the  year 
BlI.  At  the  sitting  on  Second-day  afternoon,  in  that  year,  it  adjourned 
k  the  Arch,  or  Mulberry  street  meeting  house,  by  the  following  minute: 
adjouraed  to  the  ninth  hour  to-morrow  morning,  to  the  east  end  of  the 
meeting  house  on  Mulberry  street,"  where  it  has  been  regularly  held 
rgm  that  time  to  the  present. 

Q.  You  find  then  a  regular  continuance  of  that  meeting,  entered  on 
be  minutes  from  the  time  of  its  establishment  to  the  present  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  do  so. 

Q.  Was  the  Second-day  morning  meeting  of  I^hiladelphia  regularly 
vtablished  in  the  order  of  society  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was.  By  minutes  of  the  Yearly  and  general  spring  meet- 
ng,  held  the  2 1st  day  of  Seventh-month,  1701,  that  meeting  appears  to 
fctve  been  instituted  agreeably  to  the  following  minute:  ••  Agreed,  that 
htrc  be  a  meeting  of  ministering  Friends,  men  and  women,  to  be  held 
^Philadelphia,  weekly,  on  Seventh-day  about  noon  ;  and  quarterly  in  the 
respective  counties,  at  such  time  and  place  as  Friends,  immediately  con- 
*Hied,  may  conclude  on."     In  the  year  1714,  the  Yearly  Meeting  issued 
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directions  to  the  Quarterly  Meetings  to  recommend  to  the  respecdie 
Monthly  Mccl'ings,  where  meetings  of  ministers  were  or  should  be  heUy 
that  they  appoint  a  suitable  number  of  judicious  Friends  as  elderiftft 
sit  with  the  ministers  in  their  meetings.  After  this  period,  the  select 
meetings  arc  called  *' meetings  of  ministers  and  elders,"  andthetiflU 
for  holding  the  weekly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  in  thecitfrf 
Philadelphia,  was  subsequently  changed  from  Seventh  to  Second-dtj;- 
and  continued  to  be  held  on  that  day  of  the  week  until  it  was  finailjtii* 
continued. 

Q.  Has  it  been  the  usage  of  the  society,  and  is  it  the  duty  of  QaBrte^ 
ly  Meetings  to  appoint  committees  to  assist  Monthly  Meetings  in  treit' 
ing  with  oflcnders,  and  otherwise  maintaining  the  discipline  of  theM- 
cicty,  when  Monthly  Meetings,  through  weakness,  or  any  other  ciuef 
fail  to  perform  that  service  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Quarterly  Meetisgt 

A.  In  the  system  of  church  government  established  in  the  religiow 
Society  of  i^'riends,  Quarterly  Meetings  occupy  a  very  important  andrc^ 
sponsible  station.  They  are  generally  composed  of  several  MontUf 
Meetings,  over  which  they  exercise  a  supervisory  jurisdiction,  andfo 
the  due  maintenance  of  the  discipline  and  order  of  the  society  in  vbiek 
they  are  accountable  to  the  Yearly  Meeting.  Although  the  duty  fif 
treating  with  offenders  is  primarily  intrusted  to  the  Monthly  Meetings 
yet  the  Quarterly  Meetings  as  well  as  the  Monthly,  are  required  to«K 
swer  to  the  following  query:  "Do  you  take  due  care  regularly  to deil 
with  all  offenders  in  the  spirit  of  meekness,  without  partiality  or  uMke* 
cessary  delay,  in  order  for  their  help  ;  and  where  such  labour  is  ineffiec^ 
tual,  to  place  judgment  upon  them  in  the  authority  of  truth."  Month^ 
Meetings  answer  this  query  three  times  a  year  to  the  Quarter,  and  i^ 
through  these  answers,  or  by  a  committee*  or  through  any  other  chin* 
ncl,  tlie  Quarterly  Meeting  ascertains  that  either  of  its  Monthly  Meetings 
fail  in  complying  with  the  requisitions  of  tliis  query,  it  becomes  the  • 
duty  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  to  extend  such  advice  or  assistance  as 
may  remedy  that  defect;  whether  it  be  by  admonition,  tending  to  stir 
up  the  Monthly  INIeeting  to  a  more  faithful  poiformance  of  its  duties, or 
by  a  committee  to  assist  it  in  dealing  with  offenders;  and  if  the  deficien- 
cy in  the  Monthly  INIeeting  should  have  arisen  from  the  smallness  ofits 
numbers,  or  its  weakness  arising  from  any  other  cause,  it  would  become 
the  indispensable  duty  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  to  appoint  such  a  com-  j 
mittee  to  assist  that  Monthly  Meeting;  and  without  this,  the  Quarterly  \ 
Meeting  could  not  justly  answer  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  that  *' due  care  ■ 
was  taken  regularly  to  deal  with  offenders,"  agreeably  to  the  import  of 
the  query.  The  instances  in  which  such  aid  has  been  rendered  by  the  ' 
Quarterly  Meetings  to  Monthly  Meetings,  are  so  numerous,  as  to  place 
the  usage  of  the  society  beyond  a  doubt. 

Q.  By  the  discipline  and  usages  of  the  society,  is  it  the  business  of 
the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  to  inspect  and  explain  the  titles  of  theesUie 
belonging  to  the  society,  and  in  difficult  cases  to  give  directions  how  it 
shall  be  appropriated  or  disposed  of? 

A.  The  third  section  containing  an  account  of  the  further  scnricei 
confided  to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  in  the  book  of  discipline,  pag*    ! 
56,  enumerates,  as  a  part  of  their  duties,  that  they  arc  "to  inspect  aid    ; 
explain  titles  to  land  or  other  estate,  belonging  to  any  of  our  mecting«t 
also  charitable  legacies  and  donations;  and  to  give  such  advice  respecf 
Mig  the  same,  as  may  appear  to  be  necessary."     The  Society  of  friend* 
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\  been  scrupulously  careful,  that  property  which  it  acquired  by  g^ft 
bequest,  should  be  strictly  applied  to  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
ended  by  the  donors:  and  where  a  difRculty  arose  as  regarded  this 
[ilicationy  meetings  were  not  left  to  exercise  their  own  opinions,  as  to 
i  mode  in  which  it  should  be  disposed  of^  but  arc  obliged,  by  the  dis- 
»line,  to  make  an  early  application  to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  for 
advice  and  direction;  and  in  order  that  this  injunction  may  not  be 
•regarded  or  overlooked,  that  paragraph  of  the  discipline  which  en- 
ns  it,  is  directed  to  be  annually  read  in  Monthly  and  Preparative 
setings.  There  have  been  frequent  instances  in  which  this  application 
'  advice  and  direction  has  been  made  to  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings. 
the  year  1812,  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Horseham  made  application 
the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  for  its  direction  or  advice  as  regarded  the 
:ome  of  a  part  of  a  lot  of  ground  on  which  the  meeting  house  and  ap- 
rtenances,  and  school-house  were  erected.  The  Meeting  for  Suffcr- 
1%  on  an  examination  into  the  subject  gave  its  decision  in  the  case, 
d  desired  the  Monthly  Meeting  strictly  to  follow  it.  In  1818,  Sads- 
ry  Monthly  Meeting  made  application  for  the  advice  and.direction  of 
t  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  in  respect  to  the  appropriation  of  a  fund 
lich  had  been  raised  for  schooling.  In  1822,  southern  Quarterly 
ceting  made  application  to  the  Meeting  for  Suflerings  for  advice  and 
rection  under  the  following  circumstances:— Some  years  before  a  sub- 
ription  had  been  raised  in  that  Quarterly  Meeting  towards  the  estab- 
khment  of  a  boarding  school.  The  plan,  however,  failed;  and  a  small 
ilince  of  that  fund  remaining  on  hand,  that  Quarterly  Meeting  applied 
the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  for  permission  to  appropriate  it  towards 
e  education  of  the  children  of  Friends  who  were  in  indigent  circum- 
inces:  which  was  accordingly  granted.  The  minute  of  the  Meeting 
r  Sufferings  on  that  subject,  and  the  report  of  the  committee  appoint- 
lon  it,  which  I  have  carefully  copied  from  the  records  of  thatmeetingt 
offer  as  an  Exhibit. 

The  said  copy  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrick- 
iD,and  marked  Exhibit  No.  54.  [Sec  Appendix.] 
Qp  -Was  this  duty  imposed  upon  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  that  a 
ibunal  might  be  created  in  the  society  for  the  settlement  of  any  diffi- 
ihies  which  might  arise  in  respect  to  the  property  of  the  society, 
Uch  should  be  uninfluenced  by  the  local  or  other  feelings  of  the  parties 
^mediately  interested  ? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  was  the  case;  and  to  prevent  subordinate 
meetings,  in  which  such  difficulty  might  arise,  from  exercising  opinions 
bich  might  be  more  or  less  influenced  by  local  circumstances,  and  to 
Itce  the  power  of  decision  in  the  representative  body  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting. 

Q.  Although  the  titles  to  the  property  of  inferior  meetings  are  gene- 
My  vested^in  trustees  for  the  use  of  those  meetings,  have  the  society 
'er  recognised  the  principle  of  a  divisibility  of  property,  or  separate 
tates  in  those  meetings,  or  have  they  always  considered  the  society  as 
le  great  whole,  in  property,  as  well  as  in  discipline  ? 
A.  That  has  been  the  general  understanding;  and  although  the  pro- 
^ty  is  held  for  the  use  of  different  meetings,  still  those  meetings  are 
Ways  contemplated  as  meetings  of  the  religious  Society  of  Friends; 
^4  of  course,  as  soon  as  any  part  of  the  members  of  those  meetings 
-iiie  to  be  members  of  the  religious  Society  of  Friends,  their  rights  in 
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the  property,  held  for  those  meetings,  necessarily  cease;  no  diTisioB 
ever  being  contemplated  or  made  of  any  portion  of  th'e  property  to  those 
who  were  not  mcmlicrs  of  the  society. 


con 
and 
society  ? 

A.   When  a  Preparative  Meeting,  or  a  meeting  for  worship,  is  Mlh 
blished  in  the  order  of  society,  the  consent  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting k 
necessary;  and  the  arrangements,  as  regard  the  accommodations  fcr 
holding  that  mooting,  would  be  approved  by  the  act  of  its  institulioi; 
but  it  has  not  been  invariably  the  practice  for  Preparative  Meetings  ti 
ask  the  consent  of  Quarterly  Meetings  in  the  purchase  or  sale  of  Ihdl* 
property;  though  a  Preparative  Meeting  could  not  appropriate  anypo^ 
tion  of  its  estate  for  other  purposes  than  those  for  which  it  was  beldf 
without  the  consent  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings.     There  have  beet, 
however,  many  instances  in  which  Preparative  Meetings  have  taken  tk^ 
advice  of  their  Monthly  or  Quarterly  Meetings,  when  about  to  purchiie 
or  alienate  property.     The  same  observations  will  apply  to  the  casetfl 
Monthly  Meetings. 

Q.  Docs  it  appear  to  have  been  the  usage  of  the  society  within  Ik 
limits  of  Burlington  (Quarterly  Meeting  for  the  subordinate  meetingiK 
receive  from  it  inslruciions,  with  respect  to  the  use  and  enjoyment  rf 
their  property,  and  especially  of  Chesterfield  meeting,  by  the  followiaf 
minutes.  The  first  under  date  of  the  284.h  of  Pifth-month,  1753,  intl* 
following  words:  "  The  report  from  Chesterfield  adds,  that  they  tiriilP 
it  needful  to  enlarge  the  particular  meeting  house  at  Chesterfield,  latf- 
shingle  the  said  house,  and  repair  the  stable;  and  produced  a  draft  rf 
the  proposed  <'nhirgenient,  whicli  this  meeting  agrees  with;"  and  oneT 
on  the  'ZuxXx  of  Kleventh-month,  as  follows:  *' Friends  of  ChestcriitW 
having,  ii'ilh  f/ic  (/'Iricc  af  tfibi  mcct'hiu:^  made  an  addition  to  their  meeting 
house,  the  lollowing  I'riends,  namely:  William  Morris,  George  Mid- 
dleton,  and  Samuel  Sutterlhwaite,  are.  appointed  to  settle  the  accountli 
and  rej)ort  to  n«'xt  meeting" — and  also  another,  under  date  of  the  snhoi 
rifth-nionth,  17.'>1,  as  follijus:  *' One  of  the  I'riends  appointed  to  report 
the  af:count  of  tlie  repairs  of  the  C'liestei'ficld  meeting  house,  rcportwl 
them  to  tliis  meeting,  by  which  it  appears  that  there  is  a  balance  of'Sii 
5.f.  still  due  to  the  workmen,  and  Friends  of  that  meeting  are  desired  to 
go  witiiin  the  verge  of  the  particular  Monthly  Meetings  of  Burlington 
and  I'.}i:g-lIarbour,  and  the  meeting  at  Trenton,  to  see  what  can  bccoJ* 
lec.ted  iliere,  and  I  he  rcfiHilndvr  lo  hv  auppUcd  out  of  the  stock***  [Burlington 
Quarterly  Meeting  records,  Exhibit  3y.] 

A.  It  does  appear  so. 

Q.  Without  occupying  the  record,  by  transcribing  the  several  minnW 
made  on  the  subject,  does  it  appear  by  that  record  to  have  beenlhcunir^ 
versal  practice  within  the  limits  of  that  Quarterly  Meeting,  for  it  to  ex- 
ercise a  supervisory  power  over  the  property  of  its  subordinate  meeling«i 
and  to  have  given  its  directions  for  the  erection  of  new  meeting  hoiinflSf 
or  the  repairing  of  such  as  had  been  enxled,  and  of  directing  app*^ 
])rialions  to  be  made  by  the  dillcrent  sul)ordinate  meetings,  and  out  of 
its  own  funds,  for  defraying  the  expenses  so  incurred,  and  requiring  thd^ 
to  be  accounted  for  to  that  meeting,  or  directing  it  to  be  done  to  ih* 
Monthly  Meeting  - 
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r  A.  It  does  so  appear. 

T'  Q-.  Does>  it  appear  also  to  have  been  the  practice  of  that  meetings 
rormerly  to  retain  the  possession  of  the  title  deeds  of  its  subordinate 
l^eetings,  by  the  following  minute  made  of  the  report  of  a  committee, 
lappointed  to  settle  the  accounts  of  the  treasurer  of  the  meeting  lately 
itiBeasedy  to  wit:  ^^  That  there  is  also  in  the  hands  of  said  executors,  of 
^r  friend  Caleb  Rapcr,  the  following  deeds,  Sec.;"  and  then  reciting  a 
Ufiit  of  the  title  papers  to  the  several  subordinate  meetings,  which  the 
^UArterly  Meeting  dispose  of,  as  follows,  viz:  **  This  meeting  appoints 
tibshua  Raper  their  treasurer;  and  desires  the  executors  of  our  friend 
JPaleb  Raper,  will  deliver  the  above  stock,  with  all  the  deeds  and  papers 
i|i0W  in  their  hands  unto  said  treasurer,  and  his  receipt  shall  be  their 
fnfBcient  discharge."  This  committee  having  been  appointed  to  give 
"an  account  of  what  papers,  Sec.  were  lodged  in  his  hands." — [Burling- 
tpn  Quarterly  Meeting  records,  Exhibit  39,  Ninth-month,  1745.] 

A.  It  does  appear  from  the  record  to  have  been  the  practice  of  that 
paceting  so  to  do. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  the  Monthly  Meetings  in  Philadelphia,  at  which 
'i>aiiiel  Haviland  and  Samuel  Livezey  made  proposals  of  visiting  the 
'fanailles  of  those  meetings;  and  if  so,  state  what  took  place? 

A.  I  did  attend  those  Monthly  Meetings  when  those  individuals  made 
'proposals  for  visiting  the  families  composing  them.  Those  proposals 
^ere  voluntarily  submitted  by  them  to  the  Monthly  Meetings  respect- 
ivelyt  for  their  decision,  according  to  the  established  usage  of  the  so- 
ciety in  the  city  of  Philadelphia.  There  was  no  expression  in  either 
mating,  I  think,  approving  of  their  proceeding  in  the  proposed  visit, 
9S  a  religious  concern.  Qn  one  occasion,  while  Samuel  Livezey's  pros- 
pect was  under  consideration,  two  or  three  Friends  expressed  that  they 
Lcould  welcome  him  to  their  houses;  to  which  reply  was  made,  that  pro- 
bably every  .Friend  in  the  meeting  could  say  the  same;  but  that  the  busi- 
liess  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  was,  to  decide  upon  the  proposed  visit,  as 
M  religious  concern.  Whatever  might  have  been  the  feelings  of  Daniel 
Havilandy  at  the  time  his  prospect  was  put  by,  I  am  satisfied  that  he 
^tertained  no  unkind  feelings  towards  Friends  in  Philadelphia,  in  con- 
fiequence  of  it.  I  was  well  ac(|uaintcd  with  him  for  several  years  before 
-l^ii^death,  and  several  times  in  his  company.  He  always  spoke  M'ith 
great  affection  and  regard  of  Friends  in  Philadelphia,  and  especially 
•ome  of  the  elders  of  that  city.  This  was  the  case  in  a  conversation  I 
llMfl  with  him  shortly  before  his  decease.  He  continued  to  the  close  of 
life,  to  be  opposed  to  the  unsound  doctrines  of  Elias  Hicks,  and  a  mi- 
nister in  unity  with  the  Society  of  Friends.  Samuel  Livezey  joined  in  the 
separation,  and  has  been  disowned. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  the  Pine  street  Monthly  Meeting,  Philadel- 
phiat  iif  1823,  when  a  proposal  was  made  for  a  new  nomination  of  over- 
seers? 
^    A.  I  was  there  at  that  time,  and  in  1820  and  1826,  when  similar  pro- 
j^als  were  made. 

Q.  By  whom  were  they  made? 

A.  They  were  made  in  all  those  instances,  as  well  as  in  all  others 
which  have  occurred  within  my  recollection,  which  extends  to  about 
twenty  years,  by  the  overseers  themselves,  in  conformity  with  the  di- 
f«Gtion  of  the  discipline,  ^^  that  a  committee  be  appointed  at  least  once 


..  .e  ysra,  or  oa  mucU  oflener  u  ilic  ocewltm  niay  require,  to  mp: 
t  the  [ittiprlEiy  tir  changing  the  overseers"  etc 
.  Weri:  yov  ihnrc  when  iliai  mccliog  adjouro«I  whtlil  Ellas  Hidi 
{ii  tin:  wuiHCii'*  iiparimcntt 
.  T  vra*  prcM:i)ton  tlial  occasinn. 
^.  Wliat  occurred  in  that  mciMlDu  In  relaiion  to  the  odjnuniiiKBtr 
A.  After  tho  mcnS  routing  had  i-ai  a  lotig  time,  Eliai  iri>:)tf  miti 
proposal  to  YuU  the  women's  mceiiiig,  and  ubiuncd  content  tu  dul^. 
fsioox.]  ' 

Soon  iLftrr  he  went  into  the  women's  apurlment,  llic  men't  OK^lS^ 
cttrru!  10  a  dccUIoOi  Kltkout  a  ditttntiruf  wi«,  that  il  hail  prfwecJ'd'W 
far  Iq  the  iriin»actionofiisb«»iiiL-**,  as  it  woulil  be  propir  ■         ■■  '■•' 
iittiag.    Tlir  liunincuB  uiu  ucconllngly  suspended,  and  '^ 
a  con»idiTaMe  tinn-  Id  illcocc.  wailing  for  tlic  rct«Mi  of  1 
iiaac  W.  Morris  then  observed,  tliJit  m  the  meeting  had  lir 
iin>  for  the  dajr,  he  thought  it  unncccsury  that  so  miny  1 
be  detaiurd.  merely  to  wait  for  the  return  of  Elias  tUeLL 
meeting,  and  pnnioied  that "  the  meeting  should  close." 
rxptcsscd  ihcir  approliaiion  of  this,  nhcn  John  Hunt, 
that  he  thought  il  might  be  considered  tn  be  intcndi^d  .t\  =  tJif 
lilias  Kicks,  if  the  meeting  should  adjournj  to  which  it  wm  W 
thai  no  such  inference  could  junlly  be  drawn,  Inasmuch   u  lh« 
Venrly  Meeting  had  several  ilmca  adjourned,  while  ministers  ' 
weie  engaged  In  a  visit  to  the  women's  apartment.     Three  or 
(he  metn^crs  of  Pine  street  meeting,  3t  iirxt  seemed  to  coincide 
John  Iltint's  view«;  hut  after  thi!i  explanation,  no  Turiher  oliJecllM 
msdct  and  the  mei^tiug  ditt  atcoi-dingly  close. 

Q.  Can  you  stale  the  causes  which  led  to  the  displacing  of  LconWV 
Snowdnn  from  his  station,  by  Green  street  Monibly  Meeting,  xnd  the 
proceedings  had  with  regard  to  it? 

A.  In  order  to  give  a  correct  view  of  the  causes  which  led  totltf 
displacemenl,  it  will  be  necessary  to  advert  to  some  circumstances  yfttfl 
preceded  ii>  In  the  year  1 833,  lilias  llicks  obtained  a  certificate  V 
n  visit  to  some  of  the  meetings  within  the  limits  of  the  Vcarly  Mctf 

of  Philadelphia,  and  In  some  other  parts.      Previous  to  that  period, . 

tnini]s  of  many  Friends  had  been  much  concerned,  in  consequence  4 
his  promulgating  Ecntimcnts  ditTcrent  from,  and  repugnant  to,  IMV 
held  by  the  religious  Society  of  Friends.  A  pari  of  a  letter  which S*' 
had  written  to  William  D.  Irish,  in  which  he  rejected  the  doctrmerf 
the  propitiftlory  sncritice  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  as  a  vulgar  enw' 
had  been  printed  by  hia  friends,  and  widely  circulated:  and  an  tsaj 
entitled  "  Wisdom  justified  of  her  children,"  written  by  him,  had  («■ 
disseminated  in  manuscript.  These,  together  with  his  public  preKhfef 
and  private  conversation,  afforded  strong  evidence  that  his  view*  l^ 
doctrinal  subjects,  and  those  of  an  important  and  fundamental  ehirtP' 
ter.  Were  such  as  did  not  accord  with  the  acknowledged  principle* rf* 
the  society.  His  new  views,  as  they  were  termed,  had  become  a  whjedf 
of  general  conversation  among  the  members  of  tlic  society;  and  «i»att' 
such  circumstances,  the  prospect  of  his  paying  a  visit  w  ilic  roeetdigt*, 
of  l''riend»,  in  the  character  of  a  minister,  could  not  but  bo  a  source  ef 
painTuI  concern  to  those  who  were  sincerely  desirous  for  the  presrrrt- 
tion  of  tound  ChrlsitEm  doctrinea  tit  tha  society.     At  bis  ccriificW 
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t  only  to  the  ineeiings  in  the  city  of  PhiladclphU, 
kIso  to  the  families  compaainj;;  two  of  them;  it  wu  to  be  expected 
hat  the  elders  in  that  city,  on  whom  devolved,  by  the  diiciplioe  «nd 
isages  of  the  society,  not  only  the  especial  oversight  of  the  mlniitry, 
■at  also  a  care  for  promoiin;;  the  welfare  of  all  the  mcmbcrk,  would 
Bcl  deeply  exercised  at  the  prospect  of  auch  a.  visitj  atid  the  conse* 

Eences  which  must  necessarily  ensue  from  the  promulgation  of  anti- 
nBlian  principles.  A  short  titae  previous  to  his  arrival  in  the  citjr, 
B  attended  the  southern  Quarterly  Meeting}  and  at  the  public  meeting 
fiir  norahip  then  held,  he  delivered  aome  sentiments  which  were  very 
■bj^tionahje.  Ezra  Comfort  and  Isaiah  Bell,  who  were  present  at  that 
ine«tin^,  were  much  concerned  at  the  opinions  which  he  delivered|  aqd 
Ezra  Comfort  thought  it  would  be  right  for  him  to  have  an  interview 
^th  Elias  Hicks  in  relation  to  it.  Soon  after  that  meeting  was  overi 
ke  aet  out  on  his  way  home,  agreeably  to  a  conclusion  he  had  pcevioualy 
Lcome  to. 

On  his  way  home  he  passed  through  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  men- 
idoned  to  aome  of  the  elders  of  that  city,  his  wish  to  have  such  an  intcr- 
TieW[  andas  Elias  Hicks  was  expected  to  be  in  the  city  in  the  course  of 
ft  few  days,  he  desired  them  to  irtform  him  of  his  wish,  and  malce  an 
early  ariangement  for  their  meeting.  Two  of  the  elders  accordingly 
called  upon  Elias  Hicks,  informed  him  of  the  dissatisfaction  of  Ezra 
^Comfort,  and  of  his  wish  to  have  an  interview  with  him.  Elias  Hicks, 
I'bQwever,  declined  meeting  him  in  that  opportunity,  as  well  as  a  subse- 
quent one.  The  apprehensions  of  Friends  that  he  was  determined  to 
persist  in  the  promulgation  of  his  unsound  opinions,  were  thus  strongly 
confirmed  ;  and  as  he  was  about  entering  upon  bis  proposed /amt/y  vitU, 
itie  elders  of  Philadelphia  believed  it  incumbent  upon  them  to  examine 
'iiirther  into  the  tnaticr,  and,  if  possible,  to  arrest  the  evil  consequences 
which  must  result  from  the  dissemination  of  his  views.  They  accord- 
■Bgly  requested  him  to  give  them  a  private  opportunity,  in  cofaformity 
with  the  established  usage  of  the  society,  in  cases  where  subjects  relating 
to  the  ministry  are  to  be  discussed.  He  at  first  refused ;  but  at  tbe  so- 
licilatioo  of  some  of  his  friends,  at  length  consented  to  the  interview, 
and  fixed  the  time  and  place  for  it.  When  the  elders  accordingly  met, 
'lay  found  a  large  number  of  persons  assembled  from  the  country,  as 
^W  the  city,  some  of  whom  were  neither  ministers  nor  elders.  They 
rt  thinlt  it  proper,  of  course,  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  those 
ts  in  a  promiscuous  assembly,  and  withdrew.  The  only  course 
,b  then  remained  for  them  was,  to  make  him  acquainted  'by  letter 
^  the  exercise  and  concern  which  his  alleged  principles  had  oCca- 
i  them.  They  accordingly  addressed  him  a  letter  dated  Twelfth- 
k  I9th,  1822,  signed  by  ten  of  their  number;  and  on  receiving  his 
^  Uiey  again  addressed  him,  under  date  of  First-month  4th;  1823. 
B  two  letters  I  offer  as  exhibits;  they  are  marked  by  me  A  and  B, 
.Ja  paper:  [the  witness  having  the  paper  in  his  hand.} 
Ir.  Price.  If  they  are  not  the  originals,  I  object  to  them;  and  I  also 
juire  the  whole  correspondence  between  them,  in  the  case. 
Witness.  They  are  not  the  originals,  as  I  presume  they  arc  in  (he 
"ion  of  the  heirs  of  Elias  Hicks ;  but  these  are  correct  copies  of 
trhtch  were  addressed  to  him.  If  the  counsel  wishes  the  whole 
npondence  in  the  case,  and  vill  produce  the  originals  addressed  to 
Hicks,  I  will  ask  to  have  them  marked  exhibits. 
u  II — *8 
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Mr.  Price.  The  counsel  presumes  the  witaess  has  more  mdr  acau 
to  letlen  addressed  to  the  ciders :  the  counsel  and  his  ctlenls  hare  u 
little  control  over,  or  interest  in  those  in  the  possession  of  the  heirs  tt 
Eliu  Hicks,  as  oT  those  in  the  possession  of  the  elders:  but  if  a  nart  il 
undertaken  to  be  produocd,  he  thinks  it  at  least  fair  that  the  whole  co^ 
respondencesbouhl  he. 

Witness.  The  w  imess  mieht  retort  the  reply  of  the  coun>el,  as  regarfl : 
the  control  orer  the  letters  addressed  la  Elias  Hicks,  with  as  much  pro- 
priety as  that  reply  was  addressed  to  him.  He  has  no  dispositlM  to 
conceal  any  part  of  the  correspondence)  but  as  the  production  of  those 
two  letters  from  the  elders  were  necessary,  in  order  to  reply  to  thecjaes- 
tioD  put  to  him  some  time  back,  and  as  the  production  of  the  othcra  w» 
not  necessary  for  that  purpose,  he  therefore  copied  only  the  former. 

These  two  letters  were  signed  by  Leonard  Snowdon  and  Joseph  Scat- 
tergoodjwho  were  elders  in  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting.  Elias  Hicks 
proceeded  in  the  prosecution  of  his  visit  to  the  families  of  that  mectiDgi 
and  notwithstanding  the  uneasiness  which  itvrasujelUcnown  many  frienii 
in  the  city  of  Philadelphia  felt  with  the  doctrines  he  promulgated,  th»t 
Monthly  Meeting  made  a  minute  expressive  ofits  unity  with  his  serritts. 
The  circumstance  of  those  two  elders  having  signed  the  letters  referred 
to,  was  construed  into  an  olfence  <iy  the  members  of  Green  street  meedlKi 
who  were  favourable  to  Elias  Hicks'  views.  They  were  according!/ 
repeatedly  visited  by  the  overseers  on  that  account. 

In  Sixth-month,  1824,  Joseph  Scattergood  died.  At  the  Prepanlire 
Meeting  of  Green  street  in  Eighth- month  following',  one  of  the  overteeis 
who  had  been  eng-agcd  in  visiting  Leonard  Snowdon  in  consequence  of 
his  dissent  from  the  principles  of  Elias  Hicks,  being  clerk  of  the  P* 
parative  Meeting,  read  a  charge  against  Leonard  Snowdon  in  substance 
as  follows:  "Leonard  Snowdon  hath  been  visited  by  the  overseers  for 
joining  with  others,  and  at  other  times,  out  of  gospel  order,  accaslng 
an  approved  minister  of  holding  and  disseminating  doctrines  very  dif- 
ferent from  those  held  by  our  religious  society,  without  substantial  foiiii- 
dation,and  contrary  to  our  united  judgment  previously  expressed;  tbeifr 
by  defaming  his  character,  and  manifesting  disunity  with  the  MonlWf 
Meeting."  After  some  discussion  il  was  concluded  to  modify  thi»,» 
as  to  read  in  substance,  "that  Leonard  Snowdon  had  been  visited bf 
the  overseers  for  manifesting  such  a  degi'Ce  of  disunity,  that  in  their 
sense  he  had  lost  his  service  as  an  elder."  This  minute  was  forwsrdei 
to  the  Monthly  Mceiing,  and  entered  on  its  minutes,  with  the  addition 
"that  he  was  accordingly  released." 

Q.  How  was  this  subject  first  introduced  to  the  notice  of  the  Qsu* 
Icrly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  in  Philadelphia? 

A.  From  an  examination  of  the  minutes  of  that  meeting,  it  app«»n> 
that  at  a  Quarterly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  held  the  3d  of  FiWi- 
month,  1823,  an  application  was  made  by  the  Preparative  MeeiinE  (^ 
ministers  and  elders  at  Green  street,  for  its  advice  and  assistance  in> 
case  of  difficulty.  The  minute  of  the  Preparative  Meeting  I  have  an- 
fully  copied  from  the  original  report  of  that  meeting  to  ihe  Quarltrtf^ 
Meeting,  and  which  is  marked  by  me  C,  in  this  paper  which  1  hateit' 
my  hand.  The  Quarterly  Meeting,  on  receiving  this  application,  refertri 
it  for  consideration  at  its  next  mteting,  at  which  it  appointed  a  com- 
mittee of  men  and  women  Friends  to  sit  with  the  members  of  the  sel«' 
Preparative  Meeting  at  Green  street,  and  extend  such  brotherly  adricc 
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[  astistance  as  they  might  be  qualified  for.  This  committee  was  con- 
led,  from  time  to  time,  until  Tenth-month,  1824,  when  they  made  a 
ort  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  which  was  entered  on  its  minutes.  All 
minutes  of  the  select  Quarterly  Meeting  in  relation  to  that  subject, 
aye  carefully  copied  from  the  record;  they  are  marked  by  me  D  and 
n  these  papers.  The  report  bf  the  committee  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
[  which  is  marked  by  me  £,  informed  the  select  Quarterly  Meeting 
t  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street  had  taken  up  the  case:  on  re- 
ring  which  information,  the  select  Quarterly  Meeting  suspended  all 
ceedings  in  the  case,  and  transmitted  it  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  for 
cipline,  by  a  minute  which  I  have  copied  from  the  original  paper  sent 
he  Quarterly  Meeting  for  discipline,  and  which  is  marked  by  me  F, 
bese  papers. 

(•  Did  the  Monthly  Meeting  proceed  to  a  final  result  in  the  case? 
L.  Yes,  they  did. 
In  What  was  it  ? 

L.  They  displaced  Leonard  Snowdon  from  hia  station  as  an  elder,  by 
linute,  declaring  him  to  be  in  such  a  degree  of  disunity,  as  that  he 
I  lest  his  service ;  and  after  this  minute  was  made,  application  was 
le  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  by  a  Friend,  on  behalf  of  Leonard  Snow- 
^  for  a  copy  of  it:  which  they  declined  giving  him. 
I.  Was  he  entitled  to  a  copy  ? 

i.  He  certainly  was, — a  record  being  made  against  him,  injurious  to 
religious  reputation,  and  in  his  absence,  he  certainly  had  a  right  to 
for  and  receive  a  copy  of  that  record. 

I*  Did  he  appeal  from  that  decision  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  ? 
u  Apprehending  that  the  discipline  had  been  violated  by  the  Month- 
ileeting,  in  making  that  record  against  him,  without  appointing  any 
imittec  to  inquire  into  its  correctness  or  to  extend  brotherly  labour 
his  restoration  to  unity,  if  he  had  been  in  error,  agreeably  to  the  dis« 
line  and  usages  of  the  society,  and  being  thus  virtually  placed  bv  that 
sting,  in  some  degree,  in  the  character  of  a  disowned  person,  he  ap- 
led  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  for  that  redress,  and  that  respect  of  his 
gious  rights,  which  the  Monthly  Meeting  had  failed  to  grant  him. 
I  appeal  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  was  in  writing,  a  copy  of  which  I 
e  made  out  and  carefully  compared:  it  is  marked  by  me  G,  in  these 
ers. 

\.  When  the  appeal  came  before  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  were  the 
nbers  of  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting  present,  and  did  they  speak 
luently  to  the  case? 

i.  Notwithstanding  it  is  the  established  usage  of  the  society,  that  in 
meeting  to  which  an  appeal  comes,  the  members  of  the  meeting 
ealed  against  are  not  to  interfere  in  the  case,  yet  from  the  first  in* 
luction  of  the  appeal  of  Leonard  Snowdon,  into  the  Quarterly  Meet- 
of  Philadelphia,  a  number  of  the  members  of  Green  street  Monthly 
edng  were  the  most  frequent  speakers  on  the  occasion,  and  they  not 
f  strenuously  opposed  his  appeal  being  heard,  but  made  many  high 
rges  against  him,  calculated,  if  true,  to  have  destroyed  his  religious 
utation. 

I  How  was  the  case  finally  disposed  of? 

^'  The  subject  was  first  entered  on  the  minutes  of  Philadelphia 
irterly  Meeting,  in  Eleventh-month,  1824$  it  was  referred  from  that 
he  next  Quarterly  Meeting:  at  that  Quarterly  Kfeetingf  held  Second- 
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puiK,  snd  ought  therefore  to  be  annulled.     Tliis  n-porC  was  adoptcilbf 
tlie  Qvarterly  Meeting,  with  very  little  or  no  opposiiion. 

[,00..] 

A  copy  of  which  is  marked  by  mc'  O,  in  these  papers,  together  with 
the  raioute  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  adopting  it.  Th^it  the  proceedings 
oPGreen  street  meeting  in  this  case,  as  well  an  in  thut  of  Leonard  Snow- 
don  t  were  contrary  to  the  geoerally  received  uodcrsl^itiding  of  the  di'j- 
cipline  of  the  society,  as  well  as  in  opposition  to  its  long  established  . 
usage,  is  obvious  from  the  attempts  which  weie  made  by  thoie^ho  | 
have  since  separated  from  the  society,  to  procure  an  alteration  islhe 
discipline  as  respects  the  eldership.  When  fhis  subject  was  iirstaoder  I 
discussion  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  was  in  1825,  they  strongly 
contended  for  it,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  conduce  to  the  best  vof 
terests  of  the  society,  for  Monthly  Meetings  to  have  the  power  of  remw 
ing  elders  at  their  pleasure ;  and  that  in  order  lo  give  them  that  pamr, 
a  change  in  the  discipline  was  necessary.  And  the  subject  is  piscel 
beyond  doubt,  by  the  nature  of  the  second  proposition  which  was  nude 
for  accomplishing  that  purpose.  The  proposal  brought  up  from  Butkl 
Quarter  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1S37  was,  ''that  the  mL-eting  shinU 
take  into  consideration  that  part  of  our  discipline  relative  to  the  appeiit- 
ment  of  elders,  in  order,  if  way  should  open,  that  Monthly  Mectisp 
shall  have  authority  to  remove  them  whencvei-  it  may  appear  their  M^ 
vice  in  that  station  has  ceased  to  promote  the  bi^st  interests  of  society:" 
and  that  brought  up  in  the  same  year  from  Abington  Quarterly  Meedug, 
proposed  the  reconsideration  of  the  discipline  relative  to  the  appotit- 
ment  of  elders  and  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  with  a  net 
that  such  appointments  be  made  for  a  limited  time;  from  which  it  ti 
apparent  that  up  to  that  period,  even  those  who  have  since  separited, 
did  not  consider  Monthly  Meetings  possessed  of  such  authority,  or  thll 
those  appointments  were  made  for  any  limited  period.  The  misuteiof 
Bucks  and  Abington  Quarterly  Meeting  will  be  found  in  these  pipen, 
marked  by  me  P  and  Q. 

Q.  Were  you  present  in  Philadelphia  Quarter  when  a  commtUEtiV 
appointed  to  visit  the  Monthly  Meetings  composing  it? 

A.  I  was  present  on  that  occasion.  The  proposition  for  the  apputl' 
ment  was  made  by  two  persons  deputed  from  tlie  women's  meeting,  in- 
forming that  their  meeting  had  agreed  to  appoint  such  a  commitlM,i( 
men  Friends  approved  of  it.  There  was  considuralilc  opposition  mule 
to  it  at  first,  and  particularly  by  ihe  members  of  Green  street  meeting- 
But  after  ii  had  been  some  time  under  discussion,  ihey  waived  tbar 
opposition,  and  appointed  two  persons  who  were  known  to  be  of  Ibw 
party,  on  the  committee.  The  minute  of  the  Quarterly  MeelUlgill^, 
pointing  that  committee,  is  marked  by  me  R,  in  these  papers. 

Q.  In  the  year  182T,  did  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  atrcel,  ntkt 
a  minute  expressive  of  its  unity  with  Elias  Hicks  and  his  ministry? 

A.  Yes,  they  did.  Elias  Hicks  made  a  visit  to  Philadelphia  in  ifc* 
winter  of  1826,  in  the  course  of  which  his  public  preaching  gave  grtiS 
uneasiness  to  many  Friends,  and  fully  confirmed  the  apprehensions  which 
had  been  entertained,  that  he  had  adopted,  and  was  determined  to  fT- 
sist  in  promulgating,  sentiments  adverse  to  the  christian  principles*' 
the  society.  After  he  had  left  the  city  to  return  home,  a  proposidoo 
was  made  in  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  siicct,  by  one  of  its  mos' 
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meeting.  In  cansequence  of  the  long  and  frequent  speechci  which  tkejr 
made  upon  ihc  occasion,  extending,  in  some  instances,  when  I  covDtedi 
from  fifteen  to  thirtv-two  harangues  from  the  same  individual  in  the 
course  of  one  meeting,  the  silting  of  our  Quarterly  Meeting  vras  fre- 
qncntlf  protracted  for  several  hours  beyond  the  usual  time  of  its  aeision. 
There  were  two  occasions  on  which  the  members  of  that  meeting  wcm 
interrupted  while  speaking;  but  it  was  only  in  consequence  of  the  very 
cerious  chargc-i  which  they  were  making  at  the  time,  affecting  the  moral 
and  religious  standing  of  individuals  who  were  not  present:  and  to  ap- 
peal to  their  own  sense  of  propriety,  whether  it  was  correct  theo  to 
impeach  the  motives  and  character  of  absent  individuals,  in  the  face  of 
a  large  Quarterly  Meeting.  The  members  of  Green  street,  however, 
complained  heavily  of  ihis  inierruption;  represented  it  aa  an  abridg- 
Qiest  of  their  rights,  and  that  by  such  acts  of  inloleranet  and  opprttticiit 
the  Quarterly  Meeting  had  absolved  them  from  all  responsibility  to  it; 
Q.  After  tlie  case  of  Leonard  Snowdon  had  been  referred  for  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  while  it  was  still  pending,  did  Green 
Btreet  Monthly  Meeting  proceed  to  displace  others  of  its  ciders  ? 

A.  It  did  so;  in  Eighth-month,  1826,  one  of  the  members  of  Greeil 
ttreet  Monthly  Meeting  slated  in  it,  as  the  sense  of  a  committee  which 
Im<I  been  previously  appointed,  though  without  minute,  that  "  Mary 
IFaylor  and  Ann  Scattergood  had  lost  their  services  as  «Ideri  In  that 
meetiog,"  or  words  to  that  effect,  and  proposed  that  they  should  be  dis-  ■ 
placed.  Some  discussion  took  place  in  the  Monthly  Meeting,  and  a 
iHHiiber  of  persons  objected  to  these  proceeding^,  as  being  contrary  to 
the  disciplirt^.  But  one  of  the. most  active  members  in  the  Monthly 
Meeting  said,  it  was  not  worth  while  to  pay  any  attention  to  the  objec-r 
tinna  of  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  measure,  and  a  minute  was  ac> 
Ardingly  made,  releasing  thera  from  that  service.  ,  This  minute  was 
dm  into  the  women's  meeting  by  two  men,  who  remained  there  while 
'Nina  under  consideration, and  one  of  them,  as  I  understood,  took  an 
Ktive  part  in  urging  that  meeting  to  a  similar  conclusion.  Aa  these 
proceedings  nere  unauthorized  by  the  discipline,  and  an  impeachment 
tif  the  religious  character  of  those  Friends,  they  thought  it  right  to  re- 
IBoDitralc  with  the  Monthly  Meeting,  and  did  so  by  a  written  commu- 
■dcition,  dated  Ninth-month  30,  1SS6,  and  which  is  marked  by  me  K, 
!■  these  papers.  The  Monthly  Meeting  took  little  or  no  notice  of  this 
P>pert  and  as  there  seemed  no  probability  of  its  granting  them  any  re- 
OKss,  they  informed  it  in  writing  in  the  following  month,  of  their  inten- 
<ioB  of  appealing  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting.  A  copy  of  the  paper  giving 
^is  information  is  marked  L  by  ma  in  these  papers.  The  subject  wot 
bruBght  before  the  ensuing  Quarterly  Meeting  held  in  Eleventh.moDth 
<>f  that  year  by  a  written  address,  a  copy  of  which  will  he  found  in  these 

Bpers,  marked  by  me  M.  On  considering  the  subject,  the  Quarterly 
ceting  decided  with  great  unanimity,  to  appoint  a  committee  to  ex- 
•tnine  into  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  report  their  sense.  The 
Winmittee  was  taken  out  of  all  the  Monthly  Meetings,  constituting  the 
Quarterly  Meeting;  except  Green  street,  whose  proceedings  were  ap- 
pealed against.  A  copy  of  the  minutC  of  their  appointment  is  by  me 
ttarked  N,  in  these  papers.  That  committee  reported  to  the  next 
xQarterly  Meeting,  that  they  were  of  the  judgment  that  the  proceedings 
"^  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting,  in  the  cases  of  those  two  Friends,  had 
■"*'  tieen  in  confprmity  with  the  salutary  order  prescribed  by  the  disci- 


pline,  and  oug^ht  therefore  to  be  annulled.     This  report  was  adoplcdtfjl 
the  Quarterly  Meeting,  with  very  little  or  no  opposition. 
[nook.] 

A  copy  of  which  is  marked  by  me'  O,  in  these  papers,  together  »itl 
the  miniice  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  adopting  it.  That  the  proc<  '" 
of' Green  street  meeting  in  this  case,  as  well  a^  in  that  of  Lconanl 
dont  were  contrary  to  the  generally  received  understanding  of  :t 
cipline  of-  the  society,  as  well  as  in  opposition  to  its  long  estaiilusd 
mage,  is  obvious  from  the  attempts  which  were  made  by  tboMvba 
have  since  separated  from  the  society,  to  procure  an  alteration  ' 
discipline  as  respects  the  eldership.  When  this  subject  was  first 
discussion  in  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  was  in  I825,  they  str 
contended  for  it,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  conduce  to  the  best 
terestB  of  the  society,  for  Monthly  Meetings  to  have  the  power  of  rei 
ing  elders  at  their  pleasure;  and  that  in  order  to  give  them  that  poi 
K  change  in  the  discipline  was  necessary.  And  the  subject  is  pi 
beyond  doubt,  by  the  nature  of  the  second  proposition  which  was 
for  accomplishing  that  purpose.  The  proposal  brought  up  froot  ' 
Quarter  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  1637  was,  "  that  the  meeiingi. 
take  into  consideration  that  part  of  our  discipline  relative  to  the  ap) 
inent  of  elders,  in  order,  if  way  should  open,  that  Monthly  Meetiicr 
shall  have  authority  to  remove  them  whenever  it  may  appear  ibcirKi^ 
▼ice  iti  that  station  has  ceased  to  promote  the  best  interests  of  society^ 
and  that  brought  up  in  the  same  year  from  Abington  Quarterly  Meetia^i 
proposed  the  reconsideration  of  the  discipline  relative  to  the  appai■^ 
ment  of  elders  and  members  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  with  a  vie* 
that  Bucb  appointments  be  made  for  a  limited  time;  from  which  it  U 
apparent  that  up  to  that  period,  even  those  who  have  since  aepanCoit 
did  not  consider  Monthly  Meetings  possessed  of  such  authority,  '  " 
those  appointments  were  made  for  any  limited  period.  Tlie  mil 
Bucks  and  Abington  Quarterly  Meeting  will  be  found  in  these  paper\ 
marked  by  me  1'  and  Q. 

Q.  Were  you  present  in  Philadelphia  Quarter  when  a  committee  to 
appointed  to  visit  (he  Monthly  Meetings  composing  it? 

A.  I  was  present  on  that  occasion.  The  proposition  for  the  appoiB^ 
ment  was  made  by  two  persons  deputed  from  the  women's  meeting,  i»- 
forming  that  their  meeting  had  agreed  to  appoint  such  a  commiuee,  if 
men  Friends  approved  of  ii.  There  was  considerable  opposition  made 
to  it  at  Rrst,  and  particularly  by  the  members  of  Green  street  meetto^ 
But  after  it  had  been  some  lime  under  discussion,  they  waived  that 
opposition,  and  appointed  two  persons  who  were  known  to  be  of  thor 
party,  on  the  committee-  The  minute  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  ^ 
pointing  that  committee,  is  marked  by  me  11,  in  these  papers. 

Q.  In  the  year  1827,  did  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street,  mak* 
a  minute  expressive  of  lis  unity  with  lilias  Hicks  and  his  ministry? 

A.  Yes,  they  did.  Elias  Hicks  made  a  visit  to  Philadelphia  in  tkft. 
winter  of  IB36,  in  the  course  of  which  his  public  preaching  gave  greU 
uneasiness  to  many  Friends,  and  fully  confirmed  the  apprehensions  whkJi 
had  been  entertained,  that  he  had  adopted,  and  was  determined  to  ptr- 
sist  in  promulgating,  sentiments  adverse  to  the  christian  principle*  of 
the  society.  After  he  had  left  the  city  to  rcium  home,  a  prop osi lion 
was  made  in  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street,  by  one  of  its  moi' 


Ssfluenlial  members,  that  it  should  issue  a  nuDute,  addresaed  to  the 
QConthly  Meeting  to  wliicH  he  belonged,  expressive  of  its  unity  with  hia 
NBCrvices.  This  was  considered,  and  stated  in  the  meeting  at  the  time, 
uto  be  an  unusual  circumstance,  as  he  had  not  attended  that  Monthly 
y'Meeting;  in  the  course  of  his  visit.  Several  of  the  members  of  the  meet- 
ajiag  objected  to  it  on  this  ground,  and  also  because  it  would  be  record- 
king  an  approval  of  his  doctrines,  which  it  was  well  known  had  given 
I'^^reat  uneasiness  and  dissaiisfaclion  to  many  Friends,  It  was,  however, 
jl  alleged  by  others  of  the  members,  that  the  fact  of  their  having  given 
r  mch  dissalisf:iction,  was  a  strong  reason  why  they  should  issue  a  mi- 
lnute  in  his  fivoui'.  The  Quarterly  Mi^eling's  committee  who  were 
^present  also  remonstraieil  against  it,  with  the  exception,  I  think,  of  one 
Pfnember;  but  their  seiiiinients  were  disregarded,  and  a  minute  made. 
I  The  minute  was  made,  I  think,  in  Second-month,  I82r, 
I       Q.  Were  you  prcsciu  ^vhen  Green  street  meeting  declared  itself  inde- 

■  |iendent  of  Philadelphia  Quarter,  and  attempted  to  separate  from  it? 

■  -    A.   I  was  present  at  llit  meeting. 

W     Q.  State  the  circumstances  which  occurred  on  that  occasion? 
I      A.  It  was  held  on  the  25th  of  Fourth-month,  1627.     At  the  opening 
r  «f  the  meeting  fm-  business  the  clerk  rose,  and  stated  that  a  number  of 
r  the  members  of  that  meeting  had  previously  been  together,  and  thai  he 
H  had  prepared  a  minute,  in  conformity  with  the  conclusion  which  he  un- 
'   derstood  was  then  come  to.     A  Friend  observed,  that  before  the  clerk 
read  the  minute,  he  thought  it  would  be  right  to  inform  the  meeting,  by 
'   the  authority  of  what  mcedng  it  had  been  prepared;  remarking  that  no 
individuals  had  a  right  to  meet  and  come  to  conclusions  out  of  doors, 
I    and  then  bring  them  into  a  Monthly  Meeting,  and  record  them  as  the 
conclusions  of  that  meeting.     No  notice  was  taken  of  this.     The  clerk 
read  the  minute,  and  a  nLimber  of  the  members  expressed  their  approba- 
^  tion  of  it.     It  proposed  iliat  they  should  dissolve  thrir  connexion  with 
,    the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia,  of  which  it  acknowledged  they 
vere  a  constituent  branch,  and  join  some  other  Quarterly  Meeting.  Se- 
veral of  the  members  of  that  meeting  remonstrated  against  the  measure, 
as  being  entirely  contrary  to  the  discipline  of  the  society,  and  a  virtual 
L  secession  from  the  Society  of  Friends,  inasmuch  as  it  declared  that  they  , 
F  bad  dissolved  their  connexion  with  the  only  Quarterly  Meeting  in  the 
isocietj  in  which  they  had  any  rights.  .  But  they  were  reprimanded  for 
^pressing  any  such  sentiments;  and  several  times  desired  to  be  quiet. 
The  Quarterly  Meeting's  committee  also,  with  the  exception  of  two  of 
its  number,  protested  against  th&  measure,  as  a  direct  violation  of  the 
discipline  and  order  of  the  society;  and  used  considerable  persuasion 
to  induce  the  meeting  to  pause,  before  it  thus  rashly  committed  such  an 
Infracdon  of  the  discipline.     They  were,  however,  commanded  to  be 
lllentt  and  the  members  of  the  meeting  desired  to  pay  no  attention  to 
•hat  they  said.     The  expression  was  repeatedly  made  use  of,  that  the 
Monthly  Meeting  was  independent  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting;  that  they 
irould  not  be  subordinate  to  it;  that  they  had  declared  their  indepen- 
dence, and  meant  to  maintain  it;  and  that  if  no  Quarterly  Meeting  re- 
'    celved  them,  iliey  would  still  be  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting.  The  rai- 
~  ii«  made  on  the  occasion,  1  have  copied,  and  it  is  marked  by  me  S,  in 
,     nese  papers.     A  number  of  the  members  of  that  meeting,  who  were 
opposed  to  these  unprecedented  proceedings,  subsequently  presented  a 
commuaication  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia,  stating  their 
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■itualtoni  and  requeMing  Us  care.  T1.U  communication  Is  marked  bf 
me  T,  in  Iheie  papers.  After  the  roregoini;  minute  had  been  made,  thi 
clerk  read  anollier,  which  he  said  had  been  prepared  at  the  same  lim^ 
and  in  the  same  manner,  appointing  acoinmittce  to  attend  the  Qoarterl; 
Meeting  of  Abington,  and  request  that  meeting  to  receive  Green'strM 
Monthly  Meeting  as  a  component  part  of  il..  This  was  also  adoptcdi 
notwithstanding  the  opposition  made  to  h,  and  bath  the' minuUA  S) 
into  the  women's  meeting.  They  then  proceeded  lo  suspend  thePrti^ 
ralire  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  which  stood  adjourned,  t  tiunl^ 
to  meet  the  next  day.  After  they  had  finished  their  business,  aereral  ol 
the  members  of  Green  street  meeting  thought  it  their  duty,  in  contornu; 
ty  with  the  direction  of  the  discibline,  to  remain  togetiier  and  appoial 
representatives  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  which  v(as  then  near  U  handi 
_  They  accordingly  attempted  to  do  so,  but  were  assailed  in  a  very  radi 
'  and  violent  manner;  ihu  window  slmttcrs  of  the  house  closed  up,  wtii] 
they  were  sitting,  endeavouring  to  procure  sufficient  stillness  among  tl| 
crowd  who  stood  laughing  around  them,  to  transact  the  little  businn 
they  had  to  do.  They  were -several  limes  ordered  to  leave  the  hou*^ 
and  threatened  with  an  indictment  if  ihey  did  not.  Alt  attempts  to  pro- 
cure any  thing  like  order  or  stillness  being  entirely  fiuitkss,  they  wen 
compelled  to  leave  the  house  without  making  the  appointment  Lhey  Ibi 
tended. 

Q,  Did  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia  proceed  to  lay  dom 
and  dissolve  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street! 

A.  Yes,  they  did  so.    The  committee  appointed  to  visit  the  MonthL 
Meetings,  had  attended  those  held  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  bji  thq 
came  in  course,  and  in  all  of  them,  except  in  Green  street,  their  Inbonr 
were  well  received;  but  that  meeting  entirely  rejected  their  counsel,  and  i 
contemned  their  authority.     At  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  held  in  Fifth-  J 
month,  1827,  that  committee  made  a  report,  staling  the  circumstances  j 
which  had  occurred  at  Green  strei^t,  which  is  marked  by  me  U,  in  this 
paper.     At  the  same  Quarterly  Meeting  at  which  this  report  was  made,  J 
two  of  the  members  of  Green   street  meeting  attended  with  a  copy  of 
the  minute  of  their  meeting,  declaring  that  they  had  dissolved  their 
connexion  with   Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting?  on  receiving  (rhicli,fl 
and  hearing  the  report  of  the  committee,  il  appeared,  that  they  ha^ 
entirely  thrown  off  their  subordination  to  the  discipline,  as  well  ai  U 
the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia,  of  which  they  were  a  constitueRli 
branch.  The  Quarterly  Meeting,  therefore,  recalled  those  powers  which  il 
had  previously  delegated  toGreenstrcetmeeting,and  which  it  had  proved 
itself  incapable  of  exercising  in  its  then  situation,  to  the  dignity  MD* 
benefit  of  the  society.  The  minute  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  laying  don 
the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street,  I  have  carefully  copied,  and  it  ii 
marked  by  mc  V,  in  these  papers.     At  the  same  Quarterly  Meeting^  | 
committee  was  appointed  to  attend  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  AbingUfT 
and  inform  it  that  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting  considered  the  men 
bers  of  Green  street  meeting  under  its  jurisdiction  and  care;  and  thaii 
had  dissolved  that  Monthly  Meetiiii;,  and  united  the  members  to  tbe^ 
Monthly  Meeting  of  Friends,  of  PluUidclphia,  for  ihc  northern  district. 
This  minute  is  marked  by  mc  W,  in  these  papers.     In  £ighth-mo>i' 
following,  that  committee  produced  a  report  in  writing,  marked  in  thei 
papers,  X.  A  committee  was  bUo  annninied  in  Flfth-monih,  lo  inform  (h 
meeting  at  Green  stree*  )f  the  Quarterly  Meeting  n 
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spcctiiig  ity  and  to  request  the  delivery  oi*  the  books  and  papers  belong- 
ing thereto.  This  committee  produced  a  report  in  Kifjhth-month, 
a  copy  of  which  is  marked  Y,  in  these  papers.  In  conformity  with  the 
decision  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  ninety-one  adult  members  of  Green 
street  meeting,  with  their  children,  seventy-three  in  number,  making  to- 
gether one  hundred  and  sixty-four  persons,  acknowledged  themselves 
members  of  the  northern  district  meeting,  thereby  approving  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Quarterly  Meeting.  The  several  papers  which  I  have  re- 
ferred to,  marked  by  me  from  A  to  Y,  inclusive,  have  been  carefully  co- 
pled;  the  minutes  from  the  books  of  record  of  the  respective  meetings, 
or  of,  or  from  official  papers  issued  from  those  meetings  and  signed  by 
t&eir  clerks,  and  are  correct  copies  of  the  several  documents,  copied  and 
compared  by  myself  with  the  original  records.  As  respects  those 
marjbed  A  and  li,  the  originals  were  not  within  my  control,  but  as  they 
hare  been  printed  and  circulated,  I  have  takon  these  copies  from  the 
printed  copies,  of  which  they  are  a  correct  counterpart. 

Q.  I  would  ask,  whether  they  are  generally  considered  and  admitted 
by  both  parties  to  be  correct  copies  of  the  said  letters? 

A.  They  arc  so. 

The  remainder  of  the  correspondence  between  the  elders  of  Philadel- 
pbia  and  Elias  Hicks,  I  have  also  transcribed  from  copies,  admitted  to 
be  correct  I  believe,  by  both  parties,  and  offer  as  an  exhibit. 

The  series  of  papers  marked  from  A  to  Y,  inclusive,  are  now  oHered 
in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  said  Jos;eph  Hendrickson,  and  marked  by 
ne  respectively  as  Exhibits  55,  and  to  78  inclusive. 

Tbc  remainder  of  the  correspondence  last  referred  lo  by  the  witness, 
Is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  same  side,  and  marked  by  me  Exhibits  No. 
79,80,  81,  82. 

Q.  Have  there  been  other  instances  of  meetings  being  laid  down  by 
Qnarterly  Meetings,  I)esides  those  you  have  mentioned,  Green  street, 
and  that  of  the  eastern  district  in  Baltimore? 

A.  I  mentioned  in  my  former  examination,  that  owing  to  the  harmo- 
ly  In  which  the  society  had  been  preserved,  previous  to  the  late  separa- 
tion, there  had  seldom  been  occasion  for  Quarterly  \Jeetings  to  exercise 
-  their  authority  in  laying  down  meetings  in  consequence  of  itisubordina- 
doiu     There  is  one  instance,  which  is  (o  be  found  in  the  minutes  of  the 
western  Quarterly  Meeting,  in  which  Hempfield  meeting  refused  to  re- 
:  port  Its  state  to   Sadsbury  Monthly  Meeting,  of  which  it  was  a  consti- 
\  tient  and  subordinate  branch.   Sadsbury  Monthly  Meetinj^  reported  the 
case  to  the  western  Quarterly  Meeting,  which  meeting  had  it  under  care 
Ifer  several  months,  and  came  to  the  conclusion,  that  "  a  meeting  could 
be  held  at  Hempfield  to  the  reputation  of  society,  or  their  own  bene- 
but  the  members  still  continuing  to  hold  a  meeting,  in  opposition 

the  judgment  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  it  directed  Sadsbury  Monthly 

beting  to  deal  with  such  of  the  members  as  persisted  in  that  determi- 

ion:  the  several  minutes  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  on  that  subject  I 
carefully  copied  from  the  records,  and  they  are  contained  in  this 
r,  which  I  offer  as  an  exhibit. 
Did  you  compare  that  copy  with  the  record' 

A.   I  did,  and  it  is  an  exact  ropy. 

The  said  paper  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hendrick- 
,  and  marked  Exhibit  No.  8  ;. 

On  the  minutes  of  the  sairic  Quartftly  Meriing  1  find  Mie  following 
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slackness  in  some  of  them  in  attending  meetings,  renders  themi 
ble  of  holding  a  Preparative  Meeting,  to  advantage  or  reputatioBi 
we  submit  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting;"  signed  by  Thomas  Wo© 
John  Millhouse,  Samuel  England,  George  Churchman,  WiHiam 
Thomas  Gibson.  We,  the  women  Friends  who  attended  the  ser* 
also  concur  with  the  substance  of  the  above  report;  Ann  Chandlc 
I  nah  Chandler:  which  being  read  is  approved;  and,  therefore,  tha 

ralivc  Meeting  at  George's  Creek  is  discontinued,  until  further  c 
and  Duck  Creek  Monthly  Meeting  is  desired  to  have  the  case  of 
..  Ij.  of  George's  Creek  meeting  under  their  care,  as  it  may  appear  r 

I  J  ry.     At  the  western  Quarterly  Meeting,  the  1 5th  of  Fifth-moDti 

I  I  the  committee  respecting  West  Nottingham  Preparative  Meer 

I  port  in  writing  that  they  have  generally  attended  to  the  serv 

some  of  their  number  sat  in  most  of  those  meetings  theret  sinv 
appointment;  and  have  had  to  sympathize  with  a  small  nurobea 
place;  yet  are  unanimously  of  the  mind,  that  in  their  present  we:: 
they  arc  not  in  a  capacity  of  transacting  the  business  of  a  Pre| 
1]  Meeting  to  the  honour  of  truth,  which  being  considered,  is.  co^ 

U  with,  and  that  meeting  discontinued;  and  James  BeniietU  jfoho 

Moses  Coates,  William  Swain,  Isaac  Jackson,  jr.  Daniel  Tha 
James  Wilson,  and  Samuel  Cope,  are  appointed  to  attend  the 
tenderly  inform  the  members  of  that  meeting  of  this  conclutHN 
to  advise  them  respecting  their  joining  to  another  Preparatite  li 
Ip  and  report  next  Quarter.     At  the  next  Quarter,  held  21st  of 

month,  1780,  the  following  minute  was  made,  ''Friends  appoi 
►  '■  port,  they  mostly  attended  at  West  Nottingham,  and  informed 

,  I  there,  as  proposed;  also  advised  them,  respecting  their  joloii^ 

'  ;:  other  Preparative  Meeting,  which  a  numljer  submitted  to." 

{  J  Q.  From  your  examination  of  the  minutes  of  the  Yearly  Met 

jf  Philadelphia,  does  it  appear  that  the  subject  of  the  csiablishi 

schools,  for  the  guarded  and  religious  education  of  the  youth* k 
quently  engaged  the  attention  of  that  body,  and  been  repeatedlfi 

mi«nr1prl   Kv   it    tnifQ  ciiKnrrlinnto  moiktinnrcP 
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c|iiAlified  for  that  service,  came  weig^htHy  before  the  meeting;  when 
ts  recommended  that  Friends  should  esert  themselves  therein,  as 
'fts  their  circumstances  would  permit;  and  that  the  likeliest  means 
Alice  persons  properly  qualified  to  undertake  the  business,  would 
-kave  some  certain  income  fixed;  in  consideration  of  which,  the 
Ir  should  be  obliged  to  teach  as  many  children  on  behalf  of  each 
ifeif  or  particular  meeting,  as  the  said  meeting  shall  judge  adequate 
a  Mtary;  and  that  no  master  should  be  employed  but  with  the  ap- 
ition  of  a  committee  of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  appointed  for  that 
It  her  services  relating  to  such  schools.  But  we  find,  that  notwith- 
in^  these  pressing  recommendations,  very  little  has  been  done 
dally  therein.  We  therefore  think  it  necessary  that  it  be  recom- 
cd  to  the  Quarterly  and  from  them  to  the  Monthly  and  Preparative 
uigs,  that  the  former  advice  for  the  collecting  a  fund  for  the  esta- 
nMent  and  support  of  schools  under  the  care  of  a  standing  commit- 
^pointed  by  the  several  Monthly  or  particular  meetings,  should 
mlly  take  place,  and  that  it  be  recommended  by  the  Yearly  Meeting 
lends  of  each  Quarter,  to  send  up  the  next  year  an  account  of  what 
ItfUve  done  therein."  And  again:  *^  And  if,  to  what  has  been  pro- 
f}  Friends  were  willing  to  add  the  promoting  a  subscription  towards 
At  the  increase  of  which  might  be  employed  in  paying  the  mas- 
•klary,  if  necessary,  and  promoting  the  education  of  the  poorer 
dl^' children;  such  a  fund,  though  it  might  be  but  small  in  the  be- 
B|f,' being  a  fixed  object,  would  draw  the  attention  of  Friends  to 
llMte;  whereas,  so  long  as  there  is  no  beginning  made,  this  weighty 
ra  is  neglected  by  many  who  would  be  glad  of  giving  encourage- 
4o  BO  necessary  and  good  a  work."  This  report  was  adopted  by 
ietfly  Meeting,  and,  together  with  the  proposals  which  it  contained, 
ifcsdf^recommended  to  the  notice  and  serious  attention  of  Friends 
slf  reflective  Preparative,  Monthly,  and  Quarterly  Meetings,  and 
Mto  in  general,  in  order  to  excite  and  revive  in  their  minds  a  pious 
Ihtrein,  and  to  make  such  progress  in  promoting  the  institution  of 
Whools,  as  their  circumstances  and  the  importance  of  the  matter 
Itfif  and  to  send  an  account  to  the  meeting  next  year  of  their  pro- 
iijpi  therein."  In  almost  every  year  from  that  time  to  the  com- 
tfMent  of  the  present  century,  the  Yearly  Meeting  has  issued  eam- 
ifcommendations  to  its  subordinate  meetings,  in  relation  to  this  in- 
ftig  subject.  The  following  is  from  the  minutes  of  the  meeting  of 
t**  It  sorrowfully  appearing  that  there  arc  afHicting  deviations  from 
Idlinness  of  speech,  behaviour,  and  apparel,  which  truth  has,  and 
tfed,  does  lead  into,  it  is  affectionately  recommended  to  parents 
littdi  of  families,  to  seek  after  best  wisdom  for  the  government  of 
Ittder  their  care,  and  that  proper  endeavours  may  be  used  to  in- 
it  on  the  tender  minds  of  the  rising  youth,  the  essential  principles 
lofitrines  of  the  Christian  religion;  that  so  that  obvious  rawness 
gnorance  which  appears  in  many,  may  be  done  away;  and,  as  help- 
Hereto,  Friends  are  again  earnestly  desired,  with  proper  liberality, to 
irage  and  promote  schools  under  the  care  of  religious  tutors,  and 
tsblish  funds,  as  recommended  by  this  meeting  in  the  year  1780." 
Che  more  effectually  to  revive  the  subject,  500  copies  of  the  said 
Ce  were  directed  to  be  printed  and  sent  down  to  the  Quarterly  and 
Jily  Meetings. 


'•Vhl'MllMM'or  17Va,'«a*CtWrWal  of  the  recommendation  UancMi 

ma,  -^ 

-^MjMnKV  BlltU'l(^«'eloA  t»4iiorrow  morning. 
-Vtearilf  inOMiBe^  AptiHSt  to  o'clock.      Examia&tton  of  Thomu 


Q.  Wm  there  taj  penon  noimlnati^d  as  clerk  of  the  Yearlv  Heetiig 
of  Pbllad«lpkU  in  18Sr,  except  Samuel  Bcttic? 

'''Ai  -There  WM  no  'penon  nomliialcd  or  proposed  for  clerk  in  tbit 
Venrlf  Meeting,  except  Stmnel  Bcttle. 

■  'Q.  Hftve  jou  Ken  ■  ItntementoT  the  relative  numbers  of  thos«  Styled 
OrMmfaK,-aad  SduUm,  within  the  limits  of  Philadelphia  Yearly  Meet- 
ings'*hich  hli«  been  n«de  an  exhibit  hy  the  counsel  on  the  opposlin 
ridri 

"A^  Tea,  I  haTC  aeen  ib  ' 

'■  Q.  From  your  own  knowledge  or  information  derived  from  auihentsD 
abai^a,  eaa  70a  aute  whether  that  enumeration  is  correct,  or  otherwiie) 

A.  I  am  aatitficd  that  this  ststement,  (having  it  before  him,)  in  several 
particnlara,  is  vtry  tfteorrtet.  The  whole  number  of  those  styled  Ortho- 
aos*  in  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting-,  which  includes  not  only  the 
nrietitiitain'thecityof  Philadelphia,  but  several  meetings  in  the  country, 
ia  Icaa  in  thla  statement,  than  the  actual  number  of  Friends,  cBtlcd  Or^ 
thodox,  in  the  city  of  Philadelphti.  alone.  Each  of  the  Monthly  Mect- 
isga  in  the  city  of  PbUadelphu  keeps  a  regular  list  of  its  membent 
From  a  personal  exambuition  of  these  lists,  I  have  ascertained  thai  tM 
BMBfoer  of  Friends  styled  Orthodox,  is  3936;  whereas,  this  staicmeiH 
repreaenta  the  whole  number  in  the  Quarterly  Meeting  to  be  but  36M. 
From  anthentic  sources  of  information  respecting  the  meetings  in  the 
country  belonging  to  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Mcciinj;,  as  well  ^s  my  own 
knowledge  in  the  city,  I  have  ascertained  that  the  number  of  Prfendi 
called  Orthodox,  in  the  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting,  excepting -the 
Monthly  Meeting  of  Exeter,  from  which  no  account  has  yet  bem^  t^ 
celved,  is  33ir.  In  the  same  Quarterly  Meeting,  the  numbetof  "tlMM 
called  Hicksitcs,  is  S077.  In  Cain  Quarterly  Meeting,  this  atatsiBcaV 
which  has  been  exhibited,  represents  the  number  of  those  called  OrtHlH 
dox,  to  be  only  957;  whereas,  from  lists  made  out  by  the  members  of  tt* 
meetings  constituting  that  Quarter,  there  are  953  Friends.  In  Buffing 
ton  Quarterly  Meeting,  this  statement  represents  that  there  are  only  •■• 
of  those  called  Orthodox:  whereas  there  are  IISS.  In  Haddonfleld  QaaN'' 
terly  Meeting,  this  statement  represents  that  there  are  but  7B9  of  fhaW 
called  Orthodox:  whereas  it  appears  that  the  number  of  Friend* <»l|ql 
Orthodox,  in  that  Quarter,  is  1097.  In  Salem  Quarterly  MeetlngrMt 
statement  represents  the  number  of  those  called  Orthodox,  to  btrtWt 
whereas  there  are  in  that  Quarterly  Meeting  454.  In  Shrewsburf  tioHl 
Rahway,  the  statement  represents  the  whole  number  of  those  eallell^l> 
thodox  to  be  175:  whereas  there  are  233  in  that  Quarterly  MeetfN|^ 
These  arc  the  only  Quarterly  Meetings  from  which  I  have  seen  aceoWM^ 
bnt  1  have  no  doubt,  if  the  returns  from  the  other  Quarterly  Heetinfii 
were  received,  they  would  exhibit  similar  inaccuracies  in  the  ststetRiK 
to  those  I  have  already  mentioned.  This  paper  contains  the  resolVtir 
an  enumeration  in  six  of  the  Quarterly  Meetings  belonging  to  PhilnM* 
phia  Yearly  Meeting,  which  has  been  made  by  persona  belonging  totlH 
respective  meetings  composing  them,  and  which  I  offer  ss  an  exkiUt. 
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i 

This  •Utement  includes  men,  women  and  children,  on  each  sidei  the 

Aildren  being  placed  with  their  parents. 

The  above  statement  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  Joseph  Hen- 
i    dfickton,  and  by  me  marked  Exhibit  No.  84.  [See  Appendix. 3 
I     rr^  -What  was  the  nature  of  the  proposition  made  to  the  Yearly  Meet- 
^    lag  of  1837,  by  the  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting,  on  the  subject  of 

j  -  A.  The  proposition  was  in  these  words,  which  I  copied  from  the  re- 
iMdy  and  compared  it  therewith,  viz:  '^By  a  minute  from  the  Monthly 
Heeling  for  the  western  district  of  Philadelphia,  it  appears  that  they 
l^iprefaend  it  has  become  necessary  to  request  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  an 
aptenation  of  the  rule  of  discipline  on  appeals;  in  which,  as  it  now 
tBtadjSf  there  is  nothing  expressed,  granting  an  appellant  the  privilege 
irfobjecting  to  any  Friend  named  on  the  committee;  which  circumstance 
■Mj  lead  to  a  difference  of  practice  on  this  important  subject;  the  pro- 
yteitioii  having  obtained  the  deliberate  consideration  of  this  meeting,  it 
tM'Concluded  to  submit  it  to  the  consideration  of  the  next  Yearly  Meet- 

rNOON.J 

,  Aflid  the  said  Thomas  Evans  being  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  the 
limplalBant  and  Stacy  Decow,  further  saith,  viz: 
'^•^VMatlon  by  Mr.  Price.  Without  the  production  of  the  records  of  the 
VmutIt  Bfceting,  and  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  and  the  Burlington  Monthly 
MjBCtingi  called  for  in  October,  1830,  I  find  it  impossible  to  cross-exa- 
flitaethu  witness  in  a  manner  to  do  justice  to  my  clients  and  their  cause. 
liJViMildf  however,  ask  the, witness  whether  all  the  disciplines  and  his* 
Mfifts  of  the  society  are  erroneous  in  dating  the  origin  of  the  Yearly 
MattiM  M  the  38th  of  Sixth-month,  168  U  on  a  proposition  of  the  Bur- 
■tatta-liSiithly  Meeting  on  the  2nd  of  Third-month,  1681? 
--A*'  As  regards  the  minutes  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  the  Meeting 
Im^  ^llirings,  I  shall  be  glad  to  furnish  the  counsel  with  any  aid  which 
IfeMe  heen  enabled  to  obtain  from  an  examination  of  them,  either  on 
An  ilibject,  or  any  other  connected  with  this  cause.  The  only  disci- 
pHiie'df  the  society  which  I  am  acquainted  with,  that  gives  any  account 
flftthe  establishment  of  Philadelphia  Yearly  Meeting,  is  the  discipline 
of  ttttk  Yearly  Meeting,  which  says,  ^^It  appears  by  the  records,  that 
■■r  first  Yearly  Meeting  was  held  at  Burlington,  New  Jersey,  the  31st 
ttfpf  Sixth-month,  1681,  old  style,  for  the  provinces  of  Pennsylvania 
WtA  New  Jersey.''  The  inaccuracy  as  regards  this  date,  has  arisen,  I 
iMreheiidy  from  the  omission  to  make  the  requisite  distinction  between 
wliat  was  called  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Burlington,  and  the  Yearly  Meet- 
Ml^or  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and  the  adjacent  provinces.  In  order 
li^^ve  a  correct  view  of  the  origin  of  this  Yearly  Meeting,  it  will  be 
iMaitary  to  advert  to  the  circumstances  of  the  Society  of  Friends  in 
Asjurrirffl  at  that  period.  The  society  at  that  time  may  be  considered  to 
tav€  been  unorganized,  so  far  as  respects  those  portions  of  it  which  were 
ikttwards  included  within  the  limits,  and  under  the  jurisdiction  of  that 
Vcvlf  Meeting.  They  were  not,  strictly  speaking,  members  of  any 
Vearly  Meeting.  In  the  early  visits  of  the  ministers  of  the  society  to 
tblB  country,  in  the  accounts  they  have  given  us  of  their  labours,  frequent 
aention  is  made  of  the  holding  of  what  they  called  Yearly  Meetings. 
Thus  John  Burnyeat  in  his  journal  says,  '^and  in  Second-month,  [1672,] 
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.  liS^niBUd  R  MBeting  aiWest  River,  in  Mar^ land,  far  all  the  FriendtA 
tk«f  ravincc, that  I  might  >ec  them  together  bcrore  I  depnritnlj'for  i  tta| 
4ctc'i<BU0«d.togoaBa<u>nu  I  coutd  after  th^ttmectidg-:  and  when  the tijtti 
appointed  came,  and  Friends  from  all  parts  begun  to  come,  Georfa  Ftdfii 
wduvenlFrieodscainefmni  Jamaica,  and  landed  at  Patuxcnt,  and  frM; 
tliCBCV  cameatnightto  the  meclin^,  and  there  wcie  Friends  from  all  parti 
oT^e  proviaca where  thef  dwelt:  and  we  had  avciylar^e  meeting,  wfiiA|l 
dld-COOtinuB  for  aeveral  days;  and  a  men's  and  women's  meeting  fur  lilt 
MtUing  of  thinga,  that  men's  and  women's  meetings  might  be  estab&li' 
•d^lnue  province,  according  to  the  blessed  order  of  the  gospel  of  ChriH 
JcaWf  :which  Friendi,  by  the  power  thereof,  were  gathered  into  in  wMt 
pUcca."  Thia  meeting  was  called  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  West  Rivtfi 
•ad  George  Fox,  in  hla  journal,  after  speaking  of  it,  says,  *'afu:r  t^ 
wnwcnt  to  the  cliff*,  where  another  general  meeting  was  appuinled)'' 
andngain,  "to  tbia  meeting  many  came,  who  received  the  truth  vilb 
rertrence)  we  bad  ako  a  men's  meeting  and  a  women's  meeting  ;  molt  I 
«f  the  backiliders  came  in  again,  and  several  of  those  mceiinga  vr«||  | 
atabliahed  for  the  uking  care  of  the  affairs  of  the  church."  ThMB 
BCUinn,  though  styled  Yeaily  Meetings,  were  of  a  very  difTereat  el» 
fKtsr  from  those  which  are  now  denominated  by  that  appellalioiL  Ot  ^ 
this  deacription,  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Burlington  appears  tohavebcMf  J 
which  convened  in  conformity  with  a  recommendation  issued  froin4lte  ' 
Monthly  He<iting  of  Burlington,  held  at  the  house  of  John  VVolstonitfK  I 
Md  day  of  Third-month,  1631:  the  minute  is  as  follows,  viz:  "Itwat  ^ 
then  agreed,  that  it  be  recommended  to  Friends  that  a  general  or  Yearly 
Meeting  may  be  held  at  Burlington  the  2ath  day  of  Sixth-mo  nth,  next  <| 
Crilowing."  The  minateacf  this  general  meeting  for  1681-3  and  3,  aw  | 
praierved:  16S4  are  loat— from  their  minutes  It  appears,  that  it  was  ^ 
meeting  of  the  description  I  have  alluded  to.  There  is  oue  minute, 
however,  which  goes  to  show  that  even  at  that  early  period,  it  wMuot 
considered  that  inferior  meetings  had  a  right  to  attach  themsehes  to 
what  superior  meetings  they  might  please,  without  the  consent  of  duMi-  i 
to  which  they  regularly  belonged;  and  that  no  newly  conatituted-Wtl^ 
ing  could  include  within  its  jurisdiction,  and  as  a  constituent  bnadl-<i  ■ 
it,  meetings  previously  attached  to  other  superior  meetings,  withoatM* 
conaent  of  the  latter.  The  minute  is  as  fallows:  "It  was  agreed'tWt' 
Heury  Willis  and  John  Bowne  be  desired  to  request  Friends  on  Ijpng  tl^  , 
and,  and  Rhode  Island,  and  Shrewsbury,  that  they  will  give  coolant tll&. 
Shrewsbury  meeting  for  the  future,  may  belong  to  the  Yearly  MeetiKlt'l 
Burlington."  At  the  ensuing  Yearly  Meeting  of  Burlington,  thefbOnK  ! 
ing  minute  occurs,^^"  It's  generally  agreed  by  Friends  of  Long  Iila^' 
and  Rhode  Island,  that  Friends  of  Shrewsbury  meeting  shall  fromhflMK'' 
forth  belong  to  our  Quarterly  and  Yearly  Meetings."  A  similartltHl^:  , 
Meeting  to  the  one  in  Burlington  appears  to  have  been  held  in  tbMHf  j 
of  Philadelphia.  In  an  introductory  epistle  to  the  minutes  of  tViSMr-^ 
phia  Yearly  Meeting,  written  by  Phineas  Pemberton,  about  the  fO-' 
If 00,  he  says — "But  afterwards  it  pleased  the  Lord  to  allot  the  prorlMi^ 
of  Pennsylvania  in  the  year  1681,  to  our  valuable  Friend  William  PeMK 
whereby  our  portions  of  land  and  inheritance  in  these  parts  were  gN^$ 
enlarged,  many  Friends  becoming  purchasers  under  him;  so  thai  by<dK 
latter  end  of  the  year  16S3,  considerable  settlements  were  made  ia-tto' 
said  province,  and  divers  meetings  established ;  and  in  a  short  dH% 
Monthly,  Quarterly,  and  Yearly  Meetings  were  appointed  in  that  pr«k 
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4icet  to  wit:  Yearly  Meetings  in  both  the  said  provinces  ([Pennsylvania 
id  New  Jersey,  of  which  he  has  before  spoken,]  were  held  distinct, 

ntil  the  year ,  when  Friends  well  knowing  that  the  interest  of  truth 

il4  the  prosperity  thereof,  was  laboured  for  by  its  friends  and  followers 
1^  !)oth  the  said  provinces,  and  that  by  uniting  the  said  two  meetings 
Qjgether,!  they  might  thereby  be  the  more  strengthened  in  carrying  on 
bpLAflfairs  of  the  church,  it  was  agreed,  therefore,  that  the  said  Yearly 
ifcjeting^s  should  become  one  meeting,  to  be  held  one  year  at  Burlington, 
H.jreat  Jersey,  and  the  other  year  at  Philadelphia,  in  Pennsylvania,  and 
■Kj^nnually  to  continue  in  that  course."  The  prospect  of  establishing 
•jfiB  new  Yearly  Meeting  appears  to  have  engaged  the  attention  of  the 
KOeral  meeting  in  Burlington,  and  of  that  in  Philadelphia  at  the  same 
^e.  The  minute  of  Burlington  general  meeting,  held  in  1683,  on  the 
Inject,  says,  '^  whereas  this  meeting  has  judged  it  requisite  for  the  be- 
|l^t  and  advantage  of  truth,  and  the  mutual  comfort  of  Friends,  that  a 
general  Yearly  Meeting  might  be  established  for  the  provinces  in  these 
iSf  northward  as  far  as  New  England,  and  southward  as  far  as  Caro- 
that  by  the  coming  of  Friends  together  from  the  several  parts  where 
truth  is  professed,  the  affairs  thereof  may  be  better  known  and  un- 
ntood;  to  the  end,  the  same  may  be  assented  to  by  Friends  in  those 
l^ts  and  places  as  above  mentioned^"  a  committee  was  appointed  to 
dvnt^  or  take  such  other  methods  as  they  might  apprehend  needful  to 
ijiicertain  the  sense  of  Friends.  The  general  meeting  of  Philadelphia 
:|Im>  wrote  an  epistle  in  1G84  to  Friends  of  New  England,  Maryland, 
;51iiJPolinaf  &c.  in  order  to  obtain  their  consent  to  the  establishment  of 
JiMi  proposed  Yearly  Meeting.  This  epistle  was  received  by  Friends  of 
^w  England  and  Maryland,  and  the  proposal  it  contained,  appears  to 
JitTebeen  assented  to  by  both.  Upon  receiving  which  assent,  to  wit: 
M  the  year  1685  it  was  agreed  to  establish  such  a  Yearly  Meeting.  The 
.}imt  and  place  of  its  convening  was  settled,  as  also  the  convening  of  the 
iViaistera  previously  thereto:  which  is  the  earliest  evidence  of  the  esta* 
Wlliflient  of  Yearly  Meetings  of  ministers.  From  this  time,  the  meeting 
«Mes  an  entirely  new  title,  to  wit:  ^^  At  a  general  Yearly  Meeting  held 
^Friends  of  Pennsylvania,  east  and  west  Jersey,  and  of  the  adjacent 

fnrinces," — whereas  previously  it  had  been  simply,  "  a  general  or  Year- 
Meeting,"  held  in  Burlington  or  Philadelphia.     The  several  minutes 
editing  to  the  establishment  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  I  have  carefully 
Mpied  from  the  record,  and  they  are  contained  in  this  paper. 
li  Tke  said  paper  is  oifercd  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  complainant 
id  Stacy  Decow,  and  by  me  marked  Exhibit  R  2. 
^SWitness.  The  information  which  I  have  given  in  this  answer  has  been 
Waived  from  a  recent  and  more  thorough  examination  of  the  minutes  in 
,  friudon  thereto,  than  I  had  previously  had  the  opportunity  of  making. 
•••'Q.  Does  it  not  appear  from  the  edition  of  the  discipline  of  1797,  that 
ilk  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  J681,  exercised  the  legislative  function  of 
Mking  discipline,  in  these  words:  ^^  Agreed  that  if  any  Friend  have  it 
la]us  or  her  mind  to  travel  in  the  service  of  truth  to  any  remote  parts, 
4Mt  before  they  do  so,  they  lay  their  concern  before  the  respective 
^lliMlthly  Meeting  which  they  belong  to,  in  order  to  have  the  approbation 
"if  the  same?"     [Reading  from  a  book.] 

7  A.  There  is  a  recommendation  of  that  kind  contained  in  the  book  of 
discipline  which  the  counsel  alludes  to,  and  with  that  date  attached  to 
k.    At  that  early  period  the  society  in  these  parts  being,  as  I  have  be- 


fan  tUled,  unorganized,  &n<l  strictly  spenking,  raeint>«r»  of 
Yearly  Meeting  ■»  those  which  now  es.\n,  ihey  doubtless  foaotl  U 
qutflite  to  issue  such  s  recom mend b tin n  lo  ihclr  members.  _ 

Q.  Has  not  the  Yearly  Meeting  gencrail)'  used  the  language  of  nctj^} 
mendation,  or  agreement,  in  adopting  discipline .' 

A.  It  has  frequently  done  so;  but  not  always. 

(^  If  representatives  first  attended  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  16aj, 
the  prior  Yearly  Meetings  held  without  represcatattvc&? 
'A.  The  general  meetings  at  Burlington  and  Philadelphia  havuig 

Sropoials  ror  establishing  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  I'ennsjlvanii, 
ersey,  and  the  parts  adjacent,  in  1683  and  4,  and  answers  not  btir.g  r> 
ceived  stating  the  consent  of  the  otbet  Yearly  Meetings  until  1 6.-  3.  tti: 
meeting  could  not  of  course  issue  directions  for  the  appointnieir.  uT  n- 
preientatives  until  the  assent  was  received,  and  the  meeting  conLJudo) 
to  be  established.  In  1686,  it  being  fully  concluded  to  establish  n  h 
propoicd,  it  did  accordingly  issue  inttiuctions  to  the  Quarterly  MmI' 
iDgl  to  send  up  representatives  to  the  next  Yearly  Merting;  ati'l  yniii 
those  representatives  attended  the  meeting,  would  not  be  considered  JL 
fttUj  organized  according  to  its  present  coDstitution.  Previous  to  I^T 
time,  there  is  no  evidence  on  the  minutes  of  representatives  hatla{^ 
tended.  ._„ 

Q.  Until  it!  complete  organization,  you  suppose  it  to  have  MM, 
then  in  a  itate  of  gradual  formation  by  the  assemblage  of  the  mcm^^^ 
witfaoBt  sending  representatives  from  their  mcetingsP 

A.  It*  establishment  must  of  course  have  preceded  its  thorougli  v^ 
ganixatioD)  the  conclusion  to  establish  it  was  come  to  in  1685,  aid  ^ 
organization  completed  in  1687.  But  I  do  not  perceive  how  (he  lem' 
**nwinal  formation"  can  be  applied  to  it.  ^     - 

Q.  Does  it  not  appear  by  the  1st  vol.  of  Chesterfield  Monti 
records,  ^Exhibit  No.  49,  J  that  in  that  Monthly  Meeting  held 
Seventh-month,  1686,  there  ta  this  minute:  "  Mahlon  Stacy  and 
Diddle  is  appointed  to  attend  the  next  Yearly  Meeting  at  BurlingtOlI'' 
A.  Ves,  it  does  so  appear:  there  is  such  a  minute.  And  aa  there  wis 
no  rule  issued  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  at  that  lime  on  the  subject,  it  it 
probable  that  Monthly  Meetings  acted  according  to  their  own  discretin 
—but  it  does  not  appear  that  they  were  appointed  in  the  character  sf 
representatives.  Nor  is  there  any  evidence,  of  which  I  have  anjrkDO*^  { 
ledge,  that  after  the  Yearly  Meeting  did  issue  instructions  that  re|nf-  1 
sentatives  should  be  sent  from  each  Quarter,  that  any  Monthly  Mecib| 
made  such  an  appointment. 

(j.  Does  it  not  appear  from  the  following  minutes  of  Falls  MoBlUf 
Meeting  of  llucks  county,  (hat  Monthly  Meetings  were  directed  lo  titi 
persons  to  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  that  this  Monthly  Meetiw 
did  so,  accordingly,  viz:  third  of  Seventh-month,  1684:  ■•  whereas  It 
was  ordered  at  the  Yearly  Meeting,  that. two  from  every  Monthly  H«fr  ■ 
ing  should  be  ordered  lo  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting;  this  meeting  dotfc 
order  that  William  Biles  and  Phineas  Pcmbcrton,  do  accordingly  laks 
care  to  give  their  attendance  at  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  this  MontUf 
Meeting"— and  in  Seventh-month,  16B5:  "  This  meeting  doth  order lUt 
Richard  Hough  and  Phineas  Pemberlon,  do  take  care  to  attend  At 
Yearly  Meeting  at  Philadelphia" — and  first  of  Seventh-month,  16M( 
"  Richard  Hough  and  Joshua  Hoops,  arc  by  this  meeting  appointed  M 
attend  the  Yearly  Meeting." 
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M[>  These  cases  are  all  prinr  to  the  rule  adopted  by  the  Yesrljr  Meet- 
Ig  in  the  ycAi-  I6R6,  and  the  order  of  (he  Yearlj  Meeting,  which  Im  re- 
erred  to  in  the  first  minute  above  quoted,  is  preTioui  to  the  establiflh- 
Re«t  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  Pennsylrania  and  New  Jeney,  etc.}  ef 
wursc  it  is  inapplicable  to  it. 

Q.  From  the  following  minutes  in  the  Monthly  Meeting  book  of  Ne- 
ihamina,  docs  it  not  appear  that  both  before  and  after  the  year  16B5,  the 
Monthly  Meeting  sent  persons  (o  attend  in  its  behalf  in  the  Yearly  Meet- 
viz:  second  of  Seventh-month,  1684)  "  it  U  ordered  that  ^Iicholas 
In  and  Thomas  Aikineon  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting" — and  seccmd 
if  Seventh-month,  1C86,  "  at  our  said  meeting,  it  is  ordered  that  Nicho- 
■•  Wain  and  Robert  Hall  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting  at  Burlington" — 
ad  first  of  Seventh-month,  168',  ''at  our  said  meeting,  Thomas  Lang- 
lorne  ia  desired  to  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting  at  Philadelphia,  which  be 
idth  be  intends  to  do  ?" 

A.  All  those  instances,  except  the  last,  are  previous  to  the  rule  of  di»- 
jpBne  already  referred  to,  requiring  them  to  be  appointed  from  fhe 
^Mrtcrly  Meetings.  And  I  presume  that  in  the  last  instance,  the  ap- 
niniment  must  have  proceeded  from  the  circumstance  of  the  Monthly 
leeting  not  having  received  the  direction  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  that 
te representatives  should  be  appointed  from  the  Quarters;  and  I  am 
wArmed  in  this,  from  the  circumstance  that  in  the  minutes  of  the  Falta 
Ittnlhly  Meeting  rt-om  which  a  quotation  has  been  made  after  the  laat 
imance  of  the  appointment  of  persons  in  that  Monthly  Meeting  to  a^ 
Ind  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  under  date  of  sixth  of  Eighth-monih, 
ttt^ there  is  the  following  minute:  "The  Friends  appointed  to  attend 
Ihe  Yearly  Meeting  do  say,  it  was  there  agreed  that  two  Friends  from' 
nch  Quarterly  Meeting  should  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting  next,  and  ao 
tatontinue  till  further  order."  And  it  is  evident,  I  think,  from  the  cir- 
raiHaoce  of  these  Monthly  Meetings  having  appointed  representativea 
1»at(end  the  Yearly  Meeting  or  general  meeting,  that  it  was  a  meeting 
ifdificreot  character  and  constitution  f^om  the  one  established  in  1685. 

Q.  Does  this  edition  of  the  discipline,  179r,  under  the  head  "Meeting 
ikSuiferings,"  contain  an  account  of  the  establishment  of  that  meeting! 

A.  It  appears  to  contain  some  minutes  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  relt- 
,the  establishment  and  continuance  of  that  meeting,  but  I  am  4n- 
ly  whether  they  are  the  whole  or  not.  Its  constitution,  however, 
d  and  adopted  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  1 806,  and  under  which 
^d  since  that  time,  does  not  appear  to  be  included  in  these 


t  book  of  discipline,  printed  by  Samuel  Sanaom,  jr.,  Pblli- 

,  1797,  is  offered  in  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  complainant  and 

f  Decow,  and  by  me  marked  Exhibit  S  3. 

iQliesiion.  Do  not  (he  following  nninutes  of  the  Yearly -Meeting,  also 

r  in  what  manner  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  was  constituted,  and 

inued  from  year  to  year,  viz:  "  1757,  the  minutes  of  the  Meeting 

k  Sufferings  having  been  read,  and  after  consideration  of  the  divers 

'pfctr  affairs  which  have  been  under   their  care,    it  appearing  that 

:  been  transacted  to    general   satisfaction,  it  is  unanimously 

>at  the  said  meeting  should  be  continued,  and  that  the  Friends 

tid  by  this  meeting  last  year,  be  continued  members  of  that  raeet- 

■o  in  conjunction  with  those  chosen  by  the  aeveral  Quarterly 

..  JI— SO 
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Meeiinps,  shall  Iw,  anri  coniinue,  'the  Mccllng  for  SirfTerinjTS,'  unti 
respective  Quarterly  Meetings  Shall  nominaic  and  appoint  others  ii 
rooms  or  places  of  those  chosen  by  them  last  year."  And  Yearly  JV 
ing  of  1758,  "James  Pemberton,  on  the  behalf  and  by  ihe  directic 
the  Meeting  for  SufFerings,  laid  before  this  meeting,  the  minutes  ol 
said  meeting  the  year  past;  and  at  the  request  of  this  meeting  reatl 
same  over,  by  which  it  appears,  the  (livers  weighty  affairs  which  1 
been  under  their  care,  have  been  attended  to  irith  diligence  and  c 
and  transacted  fully  to  the  satisfaction  of  this  meeting,  as  the  sentim 
of  Friends  now  generally  expressed  do  manifest;  and  it  U,  there! 
unanimously  agreed  that  the  said  meeting  he  continued,  and  that 
twelve  Friends  nominated  by  this  meeting,  together  with  tho&e  appoi) 
by  the  several  Quarterly  Meetings,  do  constitute  the  said  meeting  i 
the  Quarterly  Meetings  appoint  others  in  the  rooms  of  any  of  them."  . 
in  1759,  after  the  reading  of  the  said  minutes  in  the  previous  year,"' 
meeting  appeared  to  be  well  satisfied  therewith,  and  agreed  that  the 
meeting  be  continued  as  at  present  constituted,  reserving  to  each  Q 
terly  Meeting,  the  right  of  changing  any  of  the  members  in  the  pi. 
where  Ihey  were  respectively  nominated."  And  in  1760,  after  reci 
the  minutes  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  "  They  appear  to  have  I 
diligent  in  the  business  under  their  care,  and  to  have  transacted  it  g 
rally  to  satisfaction;  and  its  agreed,  that  the  said  meeting  be  contiti 
as  its  now  constituted,  reserving  to  the  Quarterly  Meetings  the  ngh 
changing  any  of  their  members  when  they  think  proper."  And  in  i; 
"  The  minutes  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufierings  for  the  year  past  being 
before  this  meeting,  were  by  direction  read  over,  and  Friends  exprc! 
their  satisfaction  with  the  proceedings  thereof,  and  agreed  to  contl 
the  said  meeting  in  the  same  manner  it  is  now  constituted,  reservin, 
each  Quarterly  Meeting  their  privilege  of  changing  any  of  their  rej 
sentatives  when  they  may  think  proper."  And  in  1762,  "  The  consit 
ailon  of  the  minutes  of  the  Meeting  for  Suffering  being  resumed, 
the  proceedings  thereof  approved,  as  the  establishment  of  that  meet 
hath  been  experienced  to  be  of  singular  service,  it  is  agreed  that 
said  meeting  be  continued,  under  the  same  limitations,  and  reservint 
the  Quarterly  Meetings  the  same  privileges  as  expressed  in  the  first  c 
stitulion  thereof."  And  in  1763,  "The  minutes  of  the  Meeting  fort 
ferings  for  the  year  past  being  read  over  and  the  proceedings  approv 
it  is  agreed,  that  the  said  meeting  be  continued  as  expressed  in  fori 
minutes,"  And  in  1764,  "  Agreed  to  continue  the  Meeting  for  Suf 
ings,  as  expressed  in  former  minutes;  and  experience  having  shown 
use  and  service  from  the  institution  of  that  meeting,  and  (hat  there  i 
necessity  of  its  being  duly  attended  by  the  members  thereof,  where  th 
is  an  apparent  neglect  of  any  member  nominated  by  the  Yearly  Meeti 
the  said  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  is  authorized  to  appoint  other  Frie' 
in  the  room  of  such,  if  after  seasonable  admonition,  they  continut 
neglect  or  decline  attending,  and  to  ac(;uaint  the  Quarterly  Meeti 
respectively,  where  they  observe  any  nominated  to  represent  them  c 
tinue  neglectful  of  giving  proper  attendance,  in  order  that  such  Qi 
terly  Meeting  may  appoint  others."  And  in  1765,  "The  minutes  of 
Meeting  for  Sufferings  for  the  year  past  being  read,  and  the  proceed! 
thereof  approved,  it  is  agreed  to  continue  that  meeting,  on  the  term! 
its  first  establishment,  and  former  minutes.  And  in  1767,  "  On  co 
deration  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Meeting  for  Suflerings,  this  meet 
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lliit:^  The  proceedings  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  for  the  year  past 
Wm  read  and  approved*  it  is  agreed  to  continue  that  meeting  agreeable 
H  rormer  minutes,  until  this  meeting  may  think  it  necessary  to  direct 
thtMntrary?" 

oA*  From  the  establishment  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  in  1756*  up 

IH^Ibej^ar  1768,  minutes  were  made  every  year,  continuing  the  Meeting 

tiel|pferiag8|  but  in  that  year  it  was  created  a  permanent  body,  under 

l|||l  f fwtitution  formerly  adopted.    In  the  year  1806  the  same  power^ 

f|fp4|s  tjbe  Yearly  Meeting  which  at  first  created  the  Meeting  for  Suffer- 

|t(p  coBtinued  it  from  year  to  year,  and  in  1768,  constituted  it  a  perma- 

IIXMljri  and  which  had  the  sole  power  of  making  or  altering  discipline, 

the  constitution  under  which  it  acted,  and  adopted  for  its  govern- 

tkat  which  is  contained  in  the  book  of  discipline  printed  in  1806, 

I M  to  57  inclusive.  The  fourth  section  of  which  is,  **  In  case  of  the 

iC|f  any  Friend  or  Friends,  nominated  either  by  the  Yearly  Meeting 

^Qparlerly  Meetings,  or  of  their  declining  or  neglecting  their  atten- 

|J^  tbe  apace  of  twelve  months,  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  if  it  be 

(fxpedient,  may  choose  others  in  his  or  their  stead,  to  serve  till 

of  the  next  Yearly  Meeting,  or  till  the  places  of  those  who  have 

itod  the  Quarterly  Meeting  shall  be  supplied  by  new  appoint- 

From  which,  as  well  from  as  the  established  usage  of  the  society, 

It  that  the  only  change  contemplated,  is  in  case  of  the  decease 

Ij  of  the  members,  or  their  declining  or  neglecting  their  attendance. 

fxoopstitution,  necessarily  supersedes  and  abrogates  the  old  one. 

•Wt«<]9l<fii7  of  the  editions  of  the  discipline,  successively  established  in 

^^^   1719f  1762,  1797,  or  1806,  is  the  Second-day  morning  meeting  of 

which  you  say  was  authorized  by  minute  in  1701,  rccog- 

^  J^ve  not  examined  any  of  those  editions,  excepting  the  last 

of  by  the  counsel,  on  that  subject,  and  am,  therefore,  unable  to 

pecting  them.    There  is  nothing  said  on  the  subject  in  the 

printed  in  1 806,  because  the  meeting  was  discontinued  in  that 

4|iink.     But  it  is  not  necessary  to  the  regular  establishment  of 

^~^ing,  that  it  should  be  mentioned  in  the  discipline;  their  being 

^^^^^^lusions  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  are  not  recorded  there. 

i  Have  not  all  other  meetings  of  the  society  been  established  or  re- 

od  by  its  discipline? 

thmk  not.  They  have  been  established  by  the  regular  ineetings 
authority  to  create  them. 

^bere  would  the  regular  meetings  derive  authority  to  create  them, 
..^  the  discipline? 

The  authority  to  create  meetings,  is  of  course  derived  from  the 
lei  but  the  establishment  of  each  meeting  is  not  entered  in  the 

„  The  meeting  established  then,  would  be  authorized  by  the  disci- 

■        ^  It  would  be  established  under  the  authority  of  the  conclusions  of 
I         Yearly  Meeting,  which  arc  the  discipline.  « 

rif  all  the  disciplines  C2>tubiishcd  in  1701,  and  since,  were  silent  in 
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respect  to  that  Sccond-riay  morning  meeting,  would  tbcy  alirDgalu  tl»' 
minute  of  1701,  by  which  you  say  it  was  authorized? 

A.  The  Second-day  morningmccting  being  established  by  the  Yeari] 
and  general  spring  meeting,  was  continued  for  about  one  hondred  aa< 
four  years,  and  6nally  abrogated,  or  laid  down  hy  the  Yearly  Meeting 
itself. 

Q.  If  it  required  an  express  act  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  to  lay  don 
that  meeting,  the  silence  of  the  former  disciplines  not  being  sufficient  to 
do  it  by  implication,  would  it  not  be  equally  reasonable  to  suppose  that 
express  language  of  discipline  would  be  necessary  to  take  away  the  right 
of  the  Quarterly  Meetings  to  change  ibeir  representatives  in  the  Meeting 
for  Sufferings,  so  often  recognised  and  affirmed  by  the  minutes  of  the' 
Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  There  does  not  appear  to  roc,  to  be  any  analogy  in  the  cases.  Thtf 
Yearly  Meeting  set  the  Second-day  morning  meeting  up,  and  the  Yearly ■ 
Meeting  laid  it  down.  And  if  it  had  declared  Independence,  and  persisted' 
in  holding  the  meeting  in  defiance  of  the  judgment  of  the  body  vrhicbi 
created  it,  it  would  have  been  parallel  so  far.  to  some  cases  that  have' 
recently  occurred.  As  regards  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  it  is  evideirt' 
that  the  minute  of  ITfiB,  changed  the  character  of  that  body,  and  thaT 
instead  of  being  continued  from  year  to  year,  it  became  a  permanent  ap- 
pointment. 

Adjourned  until  lo  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 


Wednesday  morning,  April  13,    10  o'clock.     Croas-ciami 
Thomas  Evans  continued. 

Question  by  Mr,  Price.  The  minute  of  1 701,  you  say,  was  made  by  the 
Yearly  and  general  spring  meetingj  that  is  not  the  title  you  gave  us  of 
the  "Yearly  Meeting?" 

A.  No,  it  is  not  the  same  title,  nor  the  same  meeting.  It  wa5  a  meet- 
ing held  in  the  spring  and  fall  of  the  year  and  which  at  that  early  pe- 
riod,  and  for  a  considerable  lime  after,  frcquenlly  exercised  the  funciious 
of  a  meeting  for  discipline. 

Q.  Does  it  not  appear  from  the  introductory  minute  of  the  records  of 
Uurlingion  Monthly  Meeting,  which  have  been  produced  this  morning, 
in  obedience  to  my  call,  that  Monthly  Meetings  were  originally  establish- 
ed by  the  Friends  who  were  to  compose  them,  and  preceded  Quarterly 
and  Yearly  Meetings;  that  minute  being  in  these  words,  viz  :  "  since  bf 
the  good  providence  of  God,  many  Friends  with  their  families  have  J 
transported  themselves  into  this  province  of  west  New  Jersey,  the  i^d'^ 
Friends,  in  those  upper  parts,  have  found  it  needful,  according  to.tbc 
practice  in  the  place  we  came  from,  lo  settle  Monthly  Meetings;  for  thtf 
well  ordering  the  affairs  of  the  church,  it  was  agreed  that  accordinglj' 
it  should  be  done,  and  accordingly  it  was  done  (he  1 5th  of  Fifth-moDCb,' 
1678? 

A.  The  circumstances  of  the  infant  society  in  the  province  of  wi 
Jersey,  ai  1  have  before  staled,  were  peculiar.  They  had  left  iheir  o 
country  and  settled  in  a  new  one,  where  the  inhai)itants  were  very  ihii 
scattered,  and  where  they  were  separated  so  far  from  any  other  porti' 
of  the  society,  and  travelling  was  so  extremely  difficult,  that  they  wch 
almost  entirely  isolated.  And  as  an  order  had  been  established  in  tb 
society  in  their  own  country  before  they  left  it,  as  regarded  marriagei 
the  care  of  the  pogrom  in  is  tcrs  travelling  on  religious  visits,  and  otbe 
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BhiBtlcrarelBtingtothelnteraaleconom^oflhcaociet;^,  and  as  their  situa- 
iion  would  of  coDrae  render  the  same  order  neceaaary,  particularljr  ai  re- 
spected marriagCB,  tbey  did  establiah  and  hold  Monthly  Meetings;  and 
those  meetings  eierciaed  the  IcgislatiTe  function,  spoken  of  by  the  coun- 
ttl  yesterday,  so  far  as  to  adopt  many  of  the  regulations  which  had  been 
in  force  in  their  <>«rn  country  for  the  ^vemmcnt  of  the  society.  But  after 
Ihe  organization  of  the  society  in  Pennsylrania  and  New  Jersey,  and  the 
■dopiionof  B  re^lar  codeof  diacipUnebytbe  Yearly  Meeting,  meetinga 
mold  only  be  instituted  according  to  the  prorisions  of  that  code,  and 
■Srecably  to  the  regnlar  order  established  by  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Mr.  Brovm.  There  has  been  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  counael 
fcr  Joseph  Hendrickaon,  in  this  cause,  so  far  as  be  had  power  to  do  ao^ 
to  furnish  the  adrersary  counsel  with  all  records  of  the  society  that 
might  be  called  for:  and  when  the  call  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Pritt  yesterday, 
was  made  in  October  last,  for  the  records  of  Bnrlington  Monthly  Meet- 
iag,  the  clerk  of  that  meeting  was  immediately  recjuested  to  cause  them 
U  be  forwarded  beret  I  do  not  recollect  that  since  that  time,  Mr.  Prite 
has  signified  his  wish  to  use  them, till  yesterday,  and  they  are  now  here.  I 
bope,  therefore,  that  the  adversary  counsel  will  withdraw  those  obsenrar 
tions  of  his,  entered,  at  hia  request,  on  the  examiner's  minutes  yesterday, 
•hicb  aeemed  to  insinuate  that  there  was  any  unwillingness  on  our  part 
ta  prodnce  those  records. 

Mr.  Price.  I  have  only  to  say,  that  my  notice  to  produce  those  records 
was  recorded  by  the  master  in  October  last}  that  I  then  mentioned  to 
the  clerk  who  had  them  in  charge,  that  I  should  want  them  here}  that 
dvring  last  week,  (Mr.  Brown  being  then  absent,)  I  publicly  declared  to 
Mr.  Sfooff,  and  those  who  were  aiding  him  in  this  examination,  that  they 
would  be  likely  to  hear  from  me,  if  they  did  not  prodnce  them;  that  I 
petfonally  mentioned  to  Samuel  Craft,  when  about  to  leave  here  last 
week,  and  return  home  by  way  of  Burlington,  as  I  supposed,  that  they 
weald  be  wanted;  that  yesterday  morning,  I  made  the  obEerration 
which  was  recorded,  when  Mr.  Brown  promptly  offered  to  send  for 
them,  and  did  send  for  them,  alleging  that  there  was  no  design  in  keep- 
ing (hem  back,  :ind  that  the  clerk  did  produce  them  here  this  morning, 
^U'Sing  ibc  same  thing. 

Q.  Docs  not  the  following  introductory  minute  of  the  Falls  Monthly 
Meeting  in  Ducks  county,  also  indicate  the  manner  in  which  Monthly 
Meetings  were  set  up  in  the  early  settlement  of  the  country:    '*  At  a 
meeting  at  William  Biles'  house,  the  Second-day  of  Third-month,  1683, 
tten  held  to  wait  upon  the  Lord  for  his  wisdom,  to  hear  what  should  be 
And,  in  order  to  inspect  into  the  affairs  of  the  church,  that  all  things 
■ight  be  kept  therein  sweet  and  savoury  to  the  Lord;  and  by  our  care 
over  the  church,  helpful  in  the  work  of  God)  and  we  whose  names  are 
n  follow,  being  then  present,  thought  it  fit  and  necessary  that  a  Month- 
ly Meeting  should  be  set  up,  both  of  men  and  women,  for  that  purpose, 
ioA  that  this  meeting  to  be  the  first  of  the  men's  meetings  after  our  ar- 
rival in  these  parts.      The  Friends  present,  William  Yardley,  James 
Harrison,  I'hineas  Pemberton,  William  Biles,  William  Dark,  Lyonell 
"Hltanie,  William  Beaks?" 
ifc>  I  presume,  that  in  the  early  stages  of  the  society,  this  was  the 
Ab  ia  which  Monthly  Meetings  generally  were  established,  both  in 
giand  and  America,  no  code  of  discipline  having  then  been  adopted: 
t  ■•  the  Bociety  increased  in  numbers,  they  soon  found  the  necessity 
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of  adDptlug  some  rpgulations  for  the  government  of  the  members,  and 
hence  arose  the  insitiution  of  discipline.  This  discipline  was  brougiil 
to  its  present  state  by  successive  enactments  in  the  Yearly  Meeting, 
pointing  out  not  only  rules  for  the  general  conduct  of  the  members,  but 
also  the  mode  in  which  meetings  for  discipline  should  be  instituted,  and 
their  business  transacted.  Individuals  were  not  then  left  to  set  up 
meetings  when  and  where  they  pleased,  but  were  obliged  to  have  the 
consent  and  judgment  of  pre-ciistcnt  and  superior  meetings. 

Q.  Do  the  following  entries  appear  on  the  Burliiigton  records  now 
produced:  "At  a  general  meeting  held  in  Burlington,  the  last  day  of 
Simh-monih,  1681,  in  the  house  of  Thomas  Gardiner,  it  was  then  mu- 
tually agreed  that  a  women's  meeting  should  be  established;  it  is  also 
generally  agreed,  that  the  next  general  meeting  be  held  in  Burlington, 
upon  the  first  day  of  Seventh-month  next  ensuing  the  date  hereol^"  and 
in  addition  lo  the  discipline  under  that  date,  quoted  yesterday,. the  fol- 
lowing made:  "It  is  ordered,  also,  that  each  Monthly  Meeting  do  ap- 
point two  persons  to  follow  reports,  in  order  to  Bnd  out  the  reporter, 
and  to  minister  justice  upon  all  such  reports  that  may  tend  to  the  defa- 
mation or  slander  of  any  Friend  or  person,  and  also  such  reports  that 
may  be  spoken  out  of  Friends' men  and  women's  meetings,  etc." — "It  is 
ordered,  that  if  any  difference  do  arise  betwixt  any  two  persons  that 
profess  truth,  that  they  do  not  go  to  law,  before  they  first  lay  it  before 
the  particular  Monthly  Meeting  that  they  do  belong  unto." 

A.  Such  minutes  do  appear  on  the  records  of  Burlington  Monthly 
Meeting,  as  the  conclusions  of  that  general  meeting;  and  the  discipline, 
as  the  counsel  calls  it,  consists  of  regulations  which  had  been  previously 
adopted  in  England,  and  enforced  there  before  the  settlement  of  Friends 
in  New  Jersey.  I  observe  also,  that  similar  conclusions  were  come  to 
by  the  Monthly  Meetings. 

Q.  Through  what  period  of  time  does  the  first  volume  of  the  Yearly 
Meeting  records  to  which  you  have  had  access,  in  Philadelphia,  extendi 

A.  I  am  not  entirely  positive  as  to  the  year,  but  I  believe  it  is  frooi 
the  commencement  to  1746,  or  thereabouts. 

Q,  That  is,  you  mean  from  1685? 

A.  It  contains  some  of  the  minutes  of  the  general  meeting  at  Bur- 
lington, and  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  for  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and 
the  adjacent  provinces,  from  1635,  with  the  exception,  I  ihink,of  1693. 

Q.  Do  those  of  1 693  appear  to  have  been  torn  from  the  book,  or  never' 
entered? 

A.  Blank  leaves  are  left  for  the  purpose  of  transcribing  them  into 
the  book.  There  is  no  appearance  of  any  thing  having  been  torn  front 
the  book,  but  it  is  in  a  slate  of  very  fine  preservation. 

Q.  You  gave  the  substance,  in  part,  of  the  minute  of  1714,  first  *n- 
ihorizing  the  appointment  of  elders, — is  not  the  whole  of  that  minute  " 
in  the  following  words:  "  This  meeting  agrees,  that  the  Quarterly  Meet-  , 
ing  do  recommend  to  each  Monthly  Meeting  within  their  respective  s 
limits,  (hat  they  choose  two  or  more  Friends  out  of  each  Monthlf  £ 
Meeting,  where  meetings  of  ministers  are  or  shall  be  held,  to  sit  with  " 
the  ministers  in  their  mcelingsj  taking  care  that  the  Friends  chosen  for  " 
that  service,  be  prudent,  solid  Friends,  and  that  they  do  carefully  dis- 
charge their  trust  in  such  matters,  and  in  such  manner  as  the  Monthly  J 
Meeting  shall,  from  time  to  time,  see  occasion  to  jioinl  to  themf" 

A.  1  did  nut  attempt  to  quote  from  the  minutes  in  what  I  :>aid  upon 
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that  subject,  but  mtrcly  to  allude  to  the  appoinlment  of  elders,  to  show 
fcow  the  title  of  select  meetings  became  chan^d  from  "meetings  of 
fUiiisters"  to  "meetings  of  ministers  and  eldera  ;" — Whether  this  is  a 
Mrrect  copy  of  the  minute  of  the  Yearlj  Meeting,  I  am  unable  to  say. 
f,  obKrvc,  however,  thai  the  substance  of  it  is  embraced  in  the  book  of 
.dUcipline,  printed  in  the  year  1 7d7j  and  in  the  book  of  discipline  as  re- 
lised  and  established  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  1806,  the  language  is 
changed  thus :  "This  meeting  agrees  thateach  Monthly  Meeting  choose 
Iwo  or  more  Friends  of  each  sex,  to  sit  with  the  ministers,  and  they  to- 
^iher  to  compose  a  meeting  to  be  denominated  a  *'  Preparative  Meet- 
ag  of  ministers  and  elders,"  taking  care  that  the  Friends  chosen  for 
that  service,  be  prudent,  solid  Friends,  and  that  they  do  carefully  dis- 
cbarge the  trust  confided  to  ihem."  And  the  alteration  appears  to  me 
to  be  made  on  very  good  grounds.  If  an  elder  was  to  be  considered 
■Oder  the  necessity  of  consulting  the  Monthly  Meeting  every  time  he 
thought  it  right  to  extend  admonition,  or  advice,  or  reproof  to  a  minis- 
ter, it  is  obvious,  that  the  benefit  of  private  labour  must  be  lost  entirely; 
the  advantages  of  such  a  station  as  eldership  frustrated,  and  the  ministry 
brought  into  disrespect. 

Q.  Vou  have  had  copied  into  the  testimony  all  the  special  adjourn- 
ineaU  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  which  you  have  noticed,  except  that  of 
NintlM&onth,  l7i)S;  is  not  this  a  copy  of  that  minute,  under  the  signa- 
UK  of  Jonathan  Evans,  clerk,  viz:  "At  a  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Phi- 
bddphiathe  Slth  of  Ninth-month,  1798;  having  been  favoured  with  the 
Bb-giving  presence  of  our  holy  head  and  high  priest,  we  have  been 
drawn  into  a  good  degree  of  fellowship  one  with  another,  and  sympathy 
friUi  our  absent  brethren;  divers  weighty  observations  being  made,  and 
BieeioBB  truths  revived  ;  the  feeble  representation  of  the  body,  the  state 
city,  and  the  still  more  impoi'tant  consideration  of  preserving 
riy  union,  have  led  to  a  belief,  that  it  may  be  safe  and  right  to 
m  the  business  of  the  meeting  to  the  10th  day  of  Twelfth-month 
leU,  and  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  on  the  Seventh-day  of  the 
«ek  preceding,  to  meet  at  the  usual  hour,  if  consistent  with  the  will  of 
the  master  of  our  assemblies ;  the  clerk  being  directed  to  transmit  co- 
|uea  of  this  minute  to  the  respective  Quarters." — Extract  from  the  ml- 
tatea,  Jonathan  Evans,  cleikf 

A.  1  had  prepared  a  copy  from  the  minutes  of  the  Yearly  Meeting, 
vtiich  I  intended  to  produce  and  find,  that  the  quotation  made  by  the 
MunscI  is  correct. 

Q.  Was  that  copy  made  at  my  request,  after  noticing  the  omission  in 
four  examination  in  chiefr 

A.  1  think  the  circumstances  were  these: — The  counsel  remarked, 
during  the  course  of  my  examination  in  chief,  that  he  should  like  to 
lave  a  copy  of  the  minute  of  adjournment,  from  Ninth  to  Twelfth -month, 
1798;  to  which  I  answered,  that  I  would  prepare  such  a  copy;  observ 
lag,  that  the  reason  I  had  not  prepared  it  was,  that  the  extracts  I  made 
rdated  only  to  a  change  in  the  time  or  place  of  holding  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ing; and  that  this  minute  related  only  to  an  incidental  circumstance, 
irisiniraut  of  the  prevalence  of  a  contagious  diaeaae  in  the  city,  in  Ninth- 
the  period  at  which  the  Yearly  Meeting  regularly  assembled, 
to  this  effect.    I  accordingly  prepared  a  copy  the  same  t 
wording  to  some  of  your  extracts,  the  Yearly  Meeti 
jirst-day  of  the  week,  is  it  likely  that  after  the  mi 
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last  century  the  wliolc  body  aSBcmbled  on  tliat  day  at  the  usual  place  U 
huliliug  ilic  Yearly  Meeting? 

A.  The  meetings  for  discipline  of  the  Society  of  Friends  were 
preceded  by  meetings  for  worship:  which  formerly  lasted  a  much  Iodj 
time  than  has  recently  been  the  case.  The  whole  period,  howeter, 
which  the  meeting  was  held,  whether  for  worship  or  discipline,  was  in- 
cluded in  the  general  term  of  Yearly  Meeting,  Quarterly  Meeting,  or 
general  meeting.  I  should  think  it  probable,  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
members  would  assemble  on  that  day,  in  order  to  attend  those  held  for 
divine  worship.  But  whether  every  individual  member  who  attended  on 
the  other  days  of  the  weclc,  would  be  there  on  the  First,  it  is  imposiiUe 
for  me  to  tell. 

Q.  My  idea  is,  whether  those  who  did  attend  in  the  city,  would  en 
that  day  assemble  at  the  Pine  street  house,  when  the  Yearly  Ueeling 
was  adjourned  to  meet  there  on  that  dayj  or  whether  they  would  not 
divide  and  go  to  all  the  places  of  the  societv  in  the  city,  open  for  wor- 
ship? 

A.  The  matter  will  be  mure  clear  if  I  state,  that  in  (he  establishment  of - 
the  Yearly  Meeting  in  tG35,  it  was  agreed  to  be  held  on  the  first  First-daf 
of  Seventh-month,  O.  S. ;  and  to  continue,  First,  Second,  and  Third-days- 
of  Seventh-month,  for  worship;  and  Fourth-day  to  be  for  the  men's 
and  women's  meetings.     Aa  the  business  of  the  meeting  increased,  they 
found  it  necessary  to  occupy  more  of  the  week  for  business,  and  les»  for 
worship;  and  about  the  year  lyss,  business  commenced  by  order  of  ths' 
Yearly  Meeting  on  Second-day  of  the  week;  and  1  observe  in  one  olt' 
the  papers  of  extracts  from  which  the  counsel  quoted  yesterday,  in  1756^-' 
the  following  words:  "It  is  concluded  that  the  meeting  for  businest' 
next  year,  should  begin  as  it  now  did,  on  Second-day  morning,  at  ten 
o'clock,"     As  the  fever  prevailed  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia  in  1798,  to    ' 
a  very  awful  degree,  there  were  comparatively  few  I'riends  who  came    I 
from  the  country  to  attend  the  Yearly  Meeting;  and  they  would  proba-    1 
Illy  attend    on  First-day   such    meetings  for  worship  as  they  thought    1 
least  exposed  to  danger,  or  where  they  apprehended  religious  duly  re-  J 
(juired  them  to  go. 

Q.  Does  it  not  appear  from  this  Falls  Monthly  Meeting  book,  that  in 
Twelfth-month,  1689,  "  It  is  agreed  that  our  next  Monthly  Meeting  lie 
at  Richard  Hough's  house,"  and  that  it  met  the  next  month  at  William 
Bitcs's  house! 

A.  There  does  appear  to  be  such  a  record:  and  it  also  appears  from 
the  same  record,  that  at  that  period  and  for  some  considerable  time 
after,  that  meeting  was  held  at  private  houses;  from  which  it  may  be? 
presumed  that  they  had  no  meeting  house  to  assemble  in:  and  of  coarae 
the  place  of  meeting  could  not  be  considered  as  regularly  established,  as 
1  find  it  circulated  from  house  to  house  through  all  the  neighbourhood, 
until  the  sixth  day  of  Second-month,  1692,  when  it  was  first  opened  in 
the  meeting  house. 

Question.   Does  it  not  appear  from  the  same  book  that  there  are  sp^ 
■veral  other  instances  of  the  Monthly  Meeting  convening  at  a  difli;rct 
place  from  that  adjourned  to? 

A.  Yes.  it  does  appear  so. 

Q.  You  have  been  c]uestioned,  and  the  records  of  Burlington  Qusr* 
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y  Meeting  referred  to,  to  show  that  iroqiicnt  applicatitiii  bo«'l  been 
de  to  thai  Quai-lT.rlJ'  ]Mortinfj  in  rcspcr.l  to  repairs,  iiiul  ol;u.'r  ma'lcrs 
iiinj»'  to  property;  does  it  not  appear  from  the  ancient  record  of  Chcs- 
icld  Monthly  Meet  in  i,^,  that  it  purchased  lots  and  built  meetiarj  houses 
hout  6ueh  applicatiuni 

Km  There  arc  r.-iinutcs  on  the  record  oF  that  Monthly  Meelln,'^  ivhich 
avc  examined,  by  which  it  appears  that  a  lot  was  purchased,  and  a 
etiug"  house  built,  undi  r  the  direclion  of  that  inoctinij;,  and  no  men- 
n  is  made  of  an  ap])licauon  to  the  (Quarterly  Meet.inJ^ 
J.  Thouj^h  we  have  not  now  here  the  records  of  th.it  Monthly  Meet- 
ly since  1707,  docs  it  not  appear  from  the  book  of  rccorrl .  betv/ecn  1 793 
1  17&7,  that  that  n^cctinr.;  repaired,  ercrled  a'.Mitional  accnmmoda- 
ns,  collected  its  own  rents,  kc.  without  applyinr;  to  the  Quarterly 
leling? 

\.  The  book  of  records  referred  to,  contains  several  minutes,  from 
ich  it  appears  tliat  thai  /lonihly  >iee'.in.';':  direclcd  various  repairs 
be  done  to  the  fences  and  other  appurrej.i.nccs  to  lh«*  mrclinf^  liouse, 
1  collected  the  rents  of  what  is  there  e-.-ll'il  the  (.Id  m:'..*.liTifj  liouse;  and 
;rc  is  no  mention  made  of  auv  a;)T}!ica:io:i  riadc  to  the  f  ViMi'icrly 
^etin^  for  thai  purpose. 

IJ.  You  have  Ijcen  ^iuestioned  as  to  divisibility  of  t!ie  property  of  a 
teting;  if  one  mcctiuj;  is  divided  in'o  two  or  more,  is  it  n;,t  compe- 
it  for  them  to  divi<le  amonr--  liiemselves  the  property  which  had  bc- 
igcd  to  them  as  one  mectin^j? 

r\-  Where  a  meetin,q;  is  set  up  in  the  order  of  soeiety  with  the  assent 
the  meetin'.;;  from  which  its  members  are  to  !)c  taken,  and  also  of  the 
^uisite  superior  m<'.etinf^,  it  has  frequently  hapjxMied  that  the  ])er- 
ment  funds  of  the  mectincj  from  which  it  is  set  oh'  h.ave  been  divided 
th  the  new  meetinjj,  in  such  manner  as  should  be  ajijreed  i:pon.  But 
is  docs  not  apply  to  any  meetings  set  up  out  of  the  order  of  the  society, 
d  contrary  to  its  provisions;  or  to  meetint^s  composed  of  persons  who 
t  not  members  of  the  relii^ious  Society  of  Friends. 
Q.  You  say,  it  has  been  the  i^ene.ral  undcrstandini^  that  the  society  is 
nsidered  as  one  f;reat  whole,  in  respect  to  property  as  well  as  disci- 
lUC,  and  seemed  io  embrace  diiVrrent  Yearly  Meetinj;s  in  your  view: 
your  Yearly  Meetin..;,  hehl  in  Arch  stre*.!,  should  cease  to  b(»  in  cor- 
Jpondcncc  with  the  London  and  other  Nearly  Meetiiii;';,  would  your 
meting  cease  to  own  tlie  i)ro;)<'i'ty  they  ixvc.  ]>ossessed  ofr 
A.  The  Society  of  Frivinds  i>  ii  bo'ly  of  cliristian  pr.>re''.<f)r%  holdinjv 
rtain  doctrines,  ami  i.overnul  !)y  e:riiil:i  re  Us  <.f  dis'.  ipline.  The 
opcrty  belonijiii'.:  to  if  is  held  f.jj*  :lie  iir,e  of  that  society,  or  of  the 
ictinj^s  whicii  constitute,  its  in:..;;:\d  purls.  !f  tlie  Veutly  Meetin:^  of 
liladelphia  s1v>mM  rej;  ( t  a!i'l  j'.v-u.  '..»•  *]:>.  •rbie.i  liu!:'.  In*  the  Society 
Friends,  or  in  any  otlier  w.xy  so  o!)', i;i:is!y  dfpirt  from  lis  cliaruc- 
ristic  principle*:,  astliit  (aher  Yej-rly  Meetir.:;:!  sl:(;iM  derU-.re  that  it 
ls  no  longer  in  unity  v.iih  the.  Sccl'iy  (.-f  j'v'n  ii:!:-'.,  u:  1  that  it  di  I  not 
Id  its  principles  and  doi-.trinei?,  as  the  properi)  ^vhich  had  beIon:;ed 
that  Yearly  Mcetini;,  was  i;iven  to,  and  hehl  by  ii  as  the  Society  of 
lends,  it  would  of  course  cease  to  have  a  just  right  to  that  properly; 
ismuch  as  it  w(iul  1  no  longe.r  be  that  soeii  ly  to  whi)m  the  prop<!riy 
s  gjiven,  and  to  whon.  use  it  wos  held: 
[I.  What  Yca»lv  riLLtii:  ■  -*\u-M  fj.H  hm  ••?  !'" 
Vol  II  ^^1 
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tl  circumstances;  but  to  suppose  a  question  contrary  to  common  s< 

i  experience,  and  require  a  witness  to  draw  inferences  as  to  whai 

8  p  or  might  not,  happen  from  such  premises,  appears  to  me  to  fa 

^  "  an  unreasonable  requisition.     The  Yearly  Meetiniij  of  Philade 

owned  and  acknowledi^ed  in  its  doctrine  and  practices,  by  all  th 
iSIcetini;j^s  of  Friends;  and  so  lonj^  as  it  adheres  to  the  doctrines  a 
liccs  of  the  society,  as  it  has  hilherto  done,  so  long"  the  soci 
dou])tIess,  own  it  as  one  of  its  constituent  1)rancIu'S. 

Q.  Does  it  hold  the  title  to  its  property,  on  the  condition  of 
\  knowledgment  by  other  Yearly  Meetings;  or  is  that  only  a  circu 

in  proof  of  its  being  what  it  professes  to  be? 
.   -  A.  It  holds  its  property  in  virtue  of  its  ])cing  a  part  of  the  r 

•  \  Society  of  Friends ;  and  when  it  ceases  to  be  that  society^,  that  fac 
j^  t  of  course  vitiate  their  title. 

%  -  Q.  You  have  several  times  said  that  the  Meeting  for  SiifTerln 

I:   .  give  its  advice  and  direction  in  respect  to  matters  of  property^  is 

\  .  language  of  the  discipline,  advice  and  assiatanceP 

*  A.  The  language  of  the  discipline,  in  one  instance,  is  to  giv< 

and  assistance,  and  in  another  instance,  "  to  give  such  advice  rca 

i  the  same  as  may  appear  to  be  necessary:"  but  it  is  a  matter  of  I 

j   .  once  as  to  the  form  used  in  expressing  it,  the  fact  of  meeting 

,  obliged  to  ask  for  such  advice,  necessarily  implies  that  they  arc 

low  it  when  it  is  given. 

Q.  Is  not  that  idea  rather  a  perversion  of  the  term  advice? 
A.  I  think  it  is  not;  and  to  suppose  that  a  religious  assembly, 
as  they  believe,  under  divine  influence,  would  solemnly  adopt  a 
tion  requiring  inferior  meetings  to  ask  the  advice  of  superior  ro 
and  at  the  same  time  leave  inferior  meetings  at  liberty  to  disreg 
slight  that  advice,  would  not  only  be  imputing  to  them  great  hy 
but  would  open  the  door  to  the  entire  disruption  of  all  order  io 
^  ciety,  and  to  the  introduction  of  a  state  of  anarchy. 

Q.  Can  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  compel  a  meeting  of  the  sc 
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Ibe  proper  meeting,  the  requisite  care  would  be  extended  for  the  due 
support  of  the  discipline. 

Q.  This  would  not  then  be  done  by  the  Mcctini:*  for  Suficrings  itself? 

A.  A  case  in  which  the  advice  of  the  Meeting  for  SulTorings  has  been 
^ejected  under  such  circumstances,  has  not  occurred  within  my  know- 
fedge:  but  I  should  presume  the  course  would  be  for  the  Meetings  for 
DnfTerings  to  represent  the  case  to  such  meeting  as  the  circumstances 
▼Ottld  render  proper;  and  for  that  meeting  to  extend  the  requisite  caro. 

Q.  When  was  Green  street  Monthly  ^feeling  arraigned  before  the 
Quarterly  Meeting,  upon  that  charge  for  which  it  was,  as  you  consider, 
^d  down? 

.'A.  The  term  "arraigned"  is  not  applicable  to  the  case:  the  Monthly 

Vceting  of  Green  street  declared  itself  by  its  own  minute  insubordinate 

h.ti that  Quarterly  Meeting,  which,  by  the  discipline,  it  was  bound  to  be 

II  lubordination  to;  and  by  the  previous  acts  of  its  members,  as  well  as 

f  their  declarations  in  the  face  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  they  openly 

ejected  its  counsel  and  authority:  hence,  when  the  Quarterly  Meeting 
^fttlpointed  a  committee  to  visit  the  Monthly  Meetings,  and  that  com- 
^Jlittee  attended  Green  street,  and  oflcred  such  brotherly  advice  and 
'jtomiBel  as  they  thought  proper,  I  was  myself  a  witness  for  several  months, 
(.ittits  being  treated  with  either  scorn  or  contempt,  and  of  repeated  de- 
iqirations  that  they  would  receive  no  advice  or  counsel  from  the  Quar- 
||sriij.  Meeting,  nor  be  in  subordination  to  it.  The  Monthly  Meeting 
tnensed  itself  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  this  insubordination,  by  a 
.JUiiate  dated  in  Fourth-month,  1S27,  in  which  it  declared  its  resolution, 
iil Relation  of  all  order,  and  of  the  provisions  of  the  discipline,  to  dis- 

«fC that  link  which  bound  it  to  the  religious  Society  of  Friends;  to  wit: 
connexion  with  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia,  of  which  it 
*^.a  constituent  branch. 

isjft'  Was  it  laid  down  as  you  consider,  at  the  same  Quarterly  Meeting, 
Itirhich  that  information  was  received? 

^A«.  YeSf  it  was.     It  had  previously  rejected  every  attempt  at  labour 

it|  and  entirely  closed  up  the  way  by  its  own  acts,  for  that  brotherly 

tfice  and  counsel,  which,  had  it  been  disposed  to  receive  it,  might  have 

trved  it  in  the  bosom  of  the  society. 
,S^  Was  Abington  Quarterly  Meeting  a  meeting  of  the  Society  of 
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It  was|  but  owing  to  the  spirit  of  insubordination  and  revolution, 
Ittced  by  the  unsound  principles  which  had  been  disseminated  in  the 
ty,  many  of  its  members  had  thrown  off  the  restraints  of  the  dis- 
le.  They  received  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street,  contrary 
in  previous  usage  in  the  society,  and  with  an  admission  on  the  part 
least  some  of  them,  that  the  act  was  in  violation  of  the  discipline. 
Docs  it  appear  from  the  records,  from  which  you  have  extracted 
matter  relative  to  Ilempfield  meeting,  when  it  was  set  up,  and  what 
of  a  meeting  it  was? 
The  western  Quarterly  Meeting  was  set  off  from  Chester,  now 
ord  Quarterly  Meeting,  by  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  Philadelphia  in 
6i  I  think.  Hempfield  meeting  appears  to  have  existed  previous  to 
Istablishment  of  the  western  Quarter;  the  record  of  its  establishment, 
eforC)  is  not  to  be  found  upon  the  minutes  of  that  meeting,  but  from 
■leing  required  to  report  its  state  to  Sadsbury  Monthly  Meetijigy  it 
as  though  it  must  have  been  a  Preparative  Meeting. 
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Q.  Docs  the  record  mention  it  any  where  as  such? 

A.  It  does  not  make  use  of  that  term,  1  think,  in  speaking  of  it; 
as  no  meetings  report  ihcir  slate  to  Montlily  Meetings  except  Preji 
live,  1  of  course  infer  that  it  was  such  a  mcetinjj. 

Q.  IUjw  did  you  ascertain  the  numbers  of  the  members  which  yoi 
.ave  exhibited  here? 

A.  in  tlie  ciiy  of  Philadelphia  I  ascertained  them  from  an  inspectioi 
..nd  caielul  enumeration  of  the  names  recorded  in  the  lists  of  memben 
belon.^in;;-  to  the  sevttal  ^lonthly  Meetini^s  in  that  city:  those  in  the 
country  meellr.j^s,  from  lists  and  statements  made  out  by  Friends  be- 
loiij^itiiL;  to  the  respective  ineetirujs,  and  certified  by  them. 

(.).  or  <:uu:>!'  tht.n  y  m  iiiclncleil  all  you  have  not  disowned,  whether 
tlicy  aiU'ii'l  yi'i::*  im-eiiii^-s  or  noir 

A.  X(>,  \vf  tiid  not:  no  uir  as  rej^urds  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  we  took 
down  till*  names  of  none  ^^  ho  were  known  to  Iju  of  the  party  who  have 
separat  -d  from  rrietub",  or  who  attended  their  meetinjjs. 

(^.  ^V^a«.rc  did  you  place  t!iu.se  who  attend  the  meetings  of  neither 
party? 

A.  T  am  not  av/are  of  there  being  many  such  individuals  included  in 
the  list;  but  if  tluir  al)sence  from  meelin;^  was  in  consequence  of  an  at 
tachment  to  those  who  have  seceded,  we  placed  them  on  that  side.  Thi 
rule  which  };o%erneil  us  in  making  out  that  list  was,  who  were,  andwlK 
were  n^t  of  that  piiriy. 

C^.  And  how  did  you  know  t-ieir  sentiments? 

A.  There  were  si-veral  ])ersons  consulted  in  making  out  the  cnumcrs 
tionj  and  v,  e  found  liltU:  di'/uoulty  in  ascertaining  by  inquiry  the  standin; 
of  each  individual,  as  regarded  that  subject. 

(^.  Do  v'jii  know  whether  those  who  made  the  lists  in  the  countr 
observed  tlie  s.ii;ie  rule  thi;t  you  did? 

..\.  I  r.o  ncjl;  but  IV -:;i  ihf  ].i  J.^y  ri'speclulile  clKiracter  of  the  iud: 
vidui'.'s  who  forwarded  tiic  listi-;,  I  iiiive  uo  doubt  tiie  Liiumeration  Wii 
lai I li !■::.;  Li.. '.en. 

<^'.   .Vt  i-.buiit  v/liat  ;-,eriod? 

A.  '.Si.Mc  w»  i\'  tuLiMi  rai -Lcr  iluin  olhiM-s:  in:i  tliryrJI  inclutio  the  nun' 
her  of  niv-iabers  ii*.  tlie  time  ol'  the  .sv;;;iriaitir.  ;  i.hvl  j)hieln;.;-  wilii  the  sc 
ctdcis  all  wjio  have  siiice  lei't  liie  Lociciy  and  joined  ibein,  as  nuarly  V 
can  be  ascertained. 

<^.  At  what  time  was  tlic  enumeration  of  the  Pliiladelphia  Quaric 
matb? 

A.  In  the  city  of  Philadelj)iiia  it  was  nuule,  I  tiihik,  in  IS-jy.  In  ih 
country  meoiin^i-i  it  has  been  made  out  within  a  frw  months  j>asi. 

Q.  n.)  you  know  \vhetlier  it  was  before  or  since  the  separation  i 
"MuiKv  Le.is'  o;;,ci  ichiote  Mojitlily  "Mii-iimifs  ? 

A.  hi  ail  liio  v.v;antry  liicciiu-.s  ii  has  been  taken  since  the  separaiio 
in  tho.-.e  ii^-  cil.i.  ?.. 

Q.  Can  you  iurnij^h  a  list  of  the  representatives  to  the  \  early  Moo  tin 
of  lc;:.;> 

A.   \  es.     I  iiiade  this  out  from  the  minutes  myself,     [l^roducing 
pupc.  I 

'•'■'  •'^■••■'  '    •  • ■  :■  *'"  V  V.  ui...e,  vi;  'I  ijiu.  kuu  i^Ahii'ni  T  2,  on  ih 

■  •  # 

\);ir»  Ol  I  oiv.[i. »....«..    .  ,  ,,^  ^^   l.,.;.,v,". 

Question    I  -oiii  \(.ui  •  -vr.  •  -..p.-.  jenr-   in  tlix  i.i;.k.  how  U>vii:  wouKI  i 
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take  to  make  a  thorough  examination  of  the  records  of  the  Yearly  Meet- 
ing* and  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufierings,  from  the  beginning  ? 
-.  Answer.  That  is  a  very  difficult  question  for  me  to  answer;  and  would 
depend  very  much  on  the  meaning  attached  to  the  word  "  thorough."  But 
fl  there  are  six  or  seven  folio  volumes  of  large  size,  and  containing  a 
]  ^at  deal  of  very  interesting  and  instructive  matter,  a  man  might  spend 
I  MfUne  months,!  think,  in  perusing  them;  and  if  he  were  in  proper  dispo- 
ikioii  of  mind,  he  would  be  likely  to  derive  great  advantage  from  it. 
^  Q.  Would  he  be  aided  in  the  pursuit  of  what  was  most  interesting  to 
•Km  by  indexes  or  marginal  references? 

A-  There  are  neither  to  the  minutes  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  though 
fpe  or  more  of  the  volumes  of  the  minutes  of  the  Meeting  for  SuHerings 
kuan  index,  it  is  so  imperfect  that  but  little  benelit  could  be  derived 
Aomit. 

jj  Q.  If  used  by  me  to  make  extracts  for  this  cause,  would  it  be  likely 
to  impose  an  additional  burthen  upon  yourself,  or  some  other  interested 
^•Eriend  to  make  counter  extracts;,  and  delay  and  incicase  this  v(dinnihous 
iMimonyP 

[:^  A.  There  is  so  little  in  them  which  I  think  the  counsel  would  con- 
^iHcr  applicable  to  his  cause,  that  I  do  not  apprehend  the  transcription 
Ut  would  occupy  much  time,  even  if  he  should  End  any  thing  which 
night  apprehend  would  suit  his  purpose.  As  respects  any  assist- 
ttae  I  could  rendci*,  it  shall  be  cheerfully  accorded,  so  far  as  may  be  in 
.JHy  power. 

[•«Q.  Are  the  ancient  records  of  the  society  in  frequent  use  in  your 
IIMtingi? 

A.  They  are  not  frequently  used  in  the  meetings;  but  there  is  often 
[|lceuion  to  refer  to  them  for  the  purposes  of  the  society. 

Q.  Could  not  the  Meeting  for  Sullerings  at  some  of  its  sittings  since 

^October  last, have  authorized  the  use  of  those  records  here? 

A.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufierings,  and  do  not 

low  whether  the  individuals  who  compose  it  would  feel  themselves 

"♦irranted  in  giving  such  authority.     IJut  as  those  books  were  entrusted 

the  individual  in  whose  charge  they  are  for  safe  keeping  by  the  Yearly 

dngyhc  might  feel  his  responsibility  to  be  so  serious,  as  not  to  be  dis- 

to  incur  the  risk  of  placing  them  beyond  his  control,  and  the  con- 

of  the  Yearly  jNIeeting,  without  its  special  authority  and  direction. 

Q*  Has  not  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  authorized  the  institution  of 

and  other  suits,  without  the  special  direction  of  the  Yearly  Meet- 

i  A.  I  never  heard  that  they  authorized  the  institution  of  any  suits. 
,Qi  Was  what  you  consider  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  so  re- 
!8S  of  what  you  consider  the  due  subordination  of  the  society,  as 
^  have  taken  so  important  a  step  as  to  direct  the  commencement  of 
b  suit  without  the  advice  and  direction  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings? 
A0  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting  did  direct 
^commencement  of  this  suit. 

,Qp  Since  what  time  have  your  researches  into  those  ancient  records 
bea  made  ? 

A.  Principally  since  last  autumn. 
Q.  Were  they  made  iu  reference  to  what  you  apprehended  might  be 
,  ~rful  in  this  cause? 

if 
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ig  to  assist  them  in  removing  said  obstruction."  And  in  the  mi- 
3f  the  western  Quarterly  Meeting  held  the  16th  of  Eighth-month, 
.he  following  minute  occurs:  •*  a  copy  of  the  minute  of  the  Seventh- 
meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  was,  by  direction  thereof,   laid 

this  meeting,  setting  forth  their  concern  for  the  situation  of 
3rd  Monthly  Meeting,  who  have  neglected  to  come  up  to  the  di- 
ns of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  in  holding  meetings  of  ministers  and 
,  and  rendering  a  quarterly  account  of  their  state  to  the  select 
ag,  which  being  read  here  seemed  to  require  this  meeting's  atten- 
and  the  answer  now  received  to  the  eighth  query  from  the  same 
ily  Meeting,  also  manifesting  a  weakness,  a  concern  arose,  if  possi- 
afibrd  them  brotherly  assistance;  in  pursuance  whereof,  this  meet- 
ipoints  Thomas  Carlton,  [and  others,]  to  visit  Bradford  Monthly 
ng,  and  advise  and  assist  in  whatever  matters  may  in  the  wisdom 
th  appear  to  them  necessary,  for  the  strength  of  Friends  there,  and 
omotion  of  our  discipline  amongst  them,  and  make  report  of  their 
;e  to  the  next  Quarterly  Meeting."  That  committee  was  continued 
time  to  time,  and  on  the  15th  of  Eighth-month,  iros,  presented  a 
t  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  when  the  following  minute  occurs: 
ch  report  being  read  and  considered,  this  meeting  apprehends  the 
circumstance  of  that  Monthly  Meeting  ought  to  be  weighty  on  the 
I  of  well  concerned  Friends,  and  it  appearing  doubtful  to  many 
icr  they  can  in  their  present  situation,  properly  transact  the  neces- 
tusincss  of  that  Monthly  Meeting,  and  support  our  discipline  to 
putation  of  truth,  this  meeting,  therefore,  concludes  it  necessary, 
to  appoint  Swithin  Chandler,  [and  others,]  further  to  visit  and 

Bradford  Monthly  Meeting  in  the  management  of  their  business^ 
>  consider  and  report  their  solid  judgment  in  writing  to  next  mcet- 
rhethcr  it  will  be  expedient  that  a  Monthly  Meeting  be  continued 
g  them,  or  whether  its  being  dissolved,  may  not  be  most  reputable 
I  g^od  cause."  The  case  was  continued  by  the  Quarterly  Meeting 
time  to  time,  till  the  20th  of  Fifth-month,  1765,  at  which  time 
brd  Monthly  Meeting  informed  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  *'  that  they 
appointed  both  men  and  women  Friends  as  elders,  who  propose 
ig  their  select  meeting  at  Bradford  meeting  house,  on  the  first 
•day  of  the  week  following,  first  Second-day  in  the  Quarterly  Meet- 
lOnths,  in  order  to  render  a  regular  account  to  the  Quarterly  Meet- 
r  ministers  and  ciders,  the  want  whereof,  was  one  of  the  first  occa- 
of  this  meeting's  care  extended  to  them.     An  affectionate  tenderness 

7  felt  in  the  minds  of  many  Friends  towards  the  condition  of  that 
hly  Meeting,  and  hope  seems  to  revive,  that  the  testimony  of  truth 
:ome  to  be  further  advanced  among  them,  if  the  honest  minded 
reful  to  exert  themselves,  in  order  that  the  various  branches  of  our 
ian  discipline  may  be  put  in  practice." 

d  being  again  cross-examined  on  the  part  of  the  complainant  and 
Decow,  saith,  viz: 

BStion  by  Mr.  Price.  In  respect  to  the  statement  of  Burlington 
:crly  Meeting,  by  Richard  Smith,  on  behalf  of  the  meeting  of  mi- 

8  and  ciders,  is  it  to  be  understood  that  it  was  the  Bethlehem  Pre- 
Lve  Meeting  of  ministers  and  ciders  that  had  failed  to  forward 
ts  of  the  slate  of  the  ministry? 

The  reports  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  ciders, 
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usually  got  up  from  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elder% 
which  consist  of  the  ministers  and  elders  bclonjjing  to  a  Monthly  Meet- 
ing: but  whether  this  was  the  case  at  that  early  period,  I  am  unable  to 
say;  it  seems,  however,  from  the  langua.Ljc  of  the  minute,  as  though  tbe 
complaint  was  made  as  regarding  the  Monthly  Meeting  itself — and  fa^ 
ther  this  aflirmant  saith  not.  Thomas  Evans. 

Aftirmed  and  subscribed  at  the  house  of  William  Ridgway,  in  Cam- 
den, in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  this  thirteenth  day  of  April)  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-one. 

Before  me,  J.  J.  Foster, 

Master  and  Examimr. 

Mr.  lirotni  said,  that  he  had  given  notice  to  the  counsel  for  the  com- 
plainant and  Stacy  Decow,  to  produce  during  the  progress  of  this  eli- 
mination, before  the  examiner,  the  minutes,  records  and  papers,  belong- 
ing to  the  meeting  hekl  at  Cf  rcen  and  Cherry  streets,  Philadelphia,  callw  ; 
by  those  who  are  desij^nated  in  the  bill  and  answer  of  Joseph  Hendrick- 
son  in  this  cause,  the  llicksite  party,  the  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  Society 
of  Friends  held  in  Philadelphia,  as  uflbrding  the  best  legal  evidence  of 
the  history  and  transactions  of  the  said  meeting,  and  now  called  on  the 
counsel  for  the  production  of  the  said  minutes  and  papers. 

Mr.  Pj'icn  admiiied  the  service  of  the  notice,  the  beginning  of  last 
week,  I)ut  alleged  that  he  eould  not  now  produce  the  said  minutes,  nor 
during  the  present  week,  as  the  said  Yearly  Meeting  was  now  in  session 
and  had  them  in  use. 

Mr.  Brown  wished  to  know  of  the  counsel,  whether  they  would  be 
produced  at  a  subsequent  period,  or  whether  the  same  privilege  would 
be  granted  him  or  his  client,  Joseph  liendrickson,  of  examining  them 
and  making  extracts  therefrom,  as  has  been  extended  to  the  said  coun- 
sel and  his  clients,  in  reference  to  the  records  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  and 
Meeting  for  Suiferings;  to  which  Mr.  Price  replied,— That  expecting 
from  the  communications  T  have  had  witli  a  number  of  Friends,  to  be 
able  to  produce  those  records,  1  did  not  think  to  ask  for  the  permission 
referred  to  by  the  counsel;  and  if  I  get  them  hereafter,  I  am  willing  they 
should  be  considered  as  evidence  in  this  cause.  I  consider  records  made 
since  the  separation,  however,  as  standing  upon  a  diiVerent  ground  from 
those  made  by  the  society  as  a  united  body.  -Vs  to  the  olTer  made  to  me 
on  the  :")th  instant,  to  inspect  the  ancient  records  of  the  Yearly  Meeting, 
and  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  my  constant  occupation  here  has  precluded 
the  possibility  of  my  availing  myself  of  it.  The  lateness  of  the  offer  in 
answer  to  a  call  made  last  October,  also  deprived  us  of  the  advantage 
we  expected  from  the  use  of  those  records  while  our  witnesses  were  un- 
der examination.  The  restricted  terms  of  the  offer  are  also  incompati- 
ble with  the  engagements  of  the  counsel,  and  the  qualifications  of  the 
immediate  parties  in  this  suit,  who  would  have  to  spend  weeks  or  months 
at  the  houses  of  the  persons  in  possession  of  the  records,  before  they 
could  introduce  a  witness  to  compare  and  prove  their  extracts.  In  not 
accepting  such  offer  in  the  restricted  terms  which  our  opponents  have 
been  pleased  to  impose,  we  do  not  consider  ourselves  in  any  degree  as 
having  waived  our  legal  right  to  the  production  of  tin*  ancient  records 
of  the  Society  of  Friends,  as  the  best  evidences  of  its  practices,  usages 
and  history." 
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r97  direction  of  the  parties  in  this  cause^  as  well  complainant  as  de- 
lantSy  respectively,  and  their  counsel,  respectively,  the  examination 
^.witnesses  in  this  cause,  is  now  closed:  and  it  is  also  the  mutual  un- 
koding  and  agreement  of  the  said  parties  and  their  counsel,  respec- 
that  no  further  witnesses  be  examined,  and  that  no  further  exhi- 
made^  on  either  side. 
Iven  under  roy  hand,  at  Camden,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  afore- 
this  thirteenth  day  of  April,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand 
It  hundred  and  thirty-one. 

J.  J.  Foster, 
Maaitr  and  Examiner  in  Chancery. 
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APPENDIX. 


EXHIBITS  REFERRED  TO  IN   THE  FIRST  VOLUBUB. 


ge  SB.    ExhUni  JVb.  1.  Subicri^^an  fw  iht  Scho(d  Fund  at  Crouwkkt, 

he  Subscribers,  members  of  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  the  people  called 
B,  at  Crosswicks  in  the  township  of  CheBterfield,  county  of  Burlington,  in 
rsey,  do  hereby  severally,  for  ourselves  and  our  heirs,  promise  to  pav  (on  de- 
id  in  specie,  at  the  rate  as  it  now  passes]  unto  Samuel  Middleton,  Treasurer 
•chool  at  Crosswicks,  begun  and  set  up  oy  and  under  the  care  of  the  Prepa- 
leetinff  of  Friends  at  Crosswicks  aforesaid,  on  the  twenty-seventh  day  of  the 
HODonUi,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-two,  (1792,)  or  to  his  succes- 
occesBors  in  office,  the  sum  of  money  severally  by  us  written  against  our 
vith  interest  therefor,  after  the  rate  of  five  pounds  fpr  the  hundred  by  the 
)  principal  whereof  so  subscribed  is  to  be  and  remain  a  permanent  fund  un- 
durection  of  the  trustees  of  the  said  School,  now  or  hereafter  to  be  chosen 
aid  Preparative  Meeting,  and  by  them  laid  out,  or  lent  on  interest  in  such 
•0  they  shall  judge  will  best  secure  an  interest  or  annuity,  which  interest  or 
is  to  be  applied  to  the  education  of  such  children  as  now  do  or  hereafter 
ong  to  the  same  Preparative  Meeting,  whose  parents  are  not  or  shall  not  be 
y  to  pay  for  their  education ;  and  in  case  the  whole,  or  any  part  thereof, 
:  be  wanted  for  such  purpose,  then  and  in  that  case,  the  said  interest  or  in- 
r  such  part  thereof  as  shall  not  be  so  wanted,  is  to  be  appUed  to  such  other 
the  said  School  or  Schools,  now  or  hereafter  to  be  erected  by  the  said  meet- 
he  said  trustees  now  or  hereafter  to  be  appointed,  or  a  majority,  to  consist 
~~  than  five  of  them,  shall  think  will  best  answer  the  design  of  the  insti- 


/. 

#. 

d. 

Bunting, 

.     20 

0 

0 

IV.  Satterthwaite, 

25 

0 

0 

1  Abbott, 

.     30 

0 

0 

Abbott,      . 

30 

0 

0 

omer,    . 

.       5 

0 

0 

Middleton, 

30 

0 

0 

Lawrie, 

.     25 

0 

0 

Porsyth, 

5 

0 

0 

Middleton, 

.       7 

0 

0 

intum. 

5 

0 

0 

evenson. 

.       5 

0 

0 

.  Chapman, 

5 

0 

0 

)bott,     . 

.     30 

0 

0 

Shadford,   . 

4 

0 

0 

kUen, 

.       5 

0 

0 

right. 

7 

10 

0 

I.     9.    d 

Chesterfield  Preparative  Meet- 
ing's quota  of  the  surplus 
orthe  Quarterly  Meeting's 
stock,  is  a  sum  of  .        •    54  18    4^ 
Hannah  Middleton,        .         5    0    0 
Anne  Lawrie,    .        .        .     10    0    0 
Esther  Lippincott,  •  1  10    0 

RhodaTilton,    .        .        .      1  10    0 
Mary  Allen,  (widow)      .  0  15  10 

Rhoda  Robins,  .        .        .500 
Hannah  fiankins,  .  5    0    0 

Isaac  Collins,    .  .      7  10    0 

Robert  Wright,     .  7  10    0 

Alice  Merritt,    .  .400 

Marmaduke  Watson,  iun.       10    0    0 
1795.— Joseph  Bullock,      .    28   ti,^ 


\ 


T  ho  mo  a  Taylor.      -  1  10  0  Ibxac  CoiiiIm,      . 

Joseph  M.  Lawrie,  ,         ■     f'll  0  0  TIioiubb  Combs.      , 

JbcoIi  Middlcton,    .  ■         50  I)  0  Geurge  Williains, 

William  SiHertliwsite,      .     10  0  0  Samuel  Clove inga, 

Anron  Wriglit,       .  .         30  0  0  Fretwcll  Wriglil. 

.Iwl  CheBBlier,  ■  .        .      &  0  o  Lydi«  Moore, 

Blijali  Field,  .         .  .         15  0  0  J.Taylor, 


'PagtGH.   Eiliibit  JVu.\l.   Cirrtijied  Copy  of  tli«  JVinul*  of  London  Tearlfi  M 
reijiecling  (lie  doclrinei  of  the  Soritly  of  Frieadt. 

I,  James  Conicrrord  of  London,  Notary  Public,  by  Royal  aiiihoritjr  didy< 
ted  and  sworn,  do  hereby  cortiTy  and  ollest  unto  all  whom  it  may  concem,  Jl 
name  "  William  ThoinpBon,"  act  and  subscribed  at  the  foot  uf  the  affirmatiM 
unto  annexed,  marked  fi.,  is  of  the  true  signature  and  proper  handwrittBg 
Right  Honourable  William  Thompson,  Lord  Mayor  and  Chief  tVlBgiEtrUe  i 
City  of  London,  before  whom,  and  in  my  presence,  JoEiah  Foreler  and  Georg 
cey,thc  aSirmRntB  named  in  the  said  aflirmation,  and  who  have  eeveially  tign 
same,  did  on  this  day,  in  due  form  of  law,  solemnly  and  sincerely  declare,  tett 
affirm  to  be  true,  (he  several  matters  and  things  in  the  said  BrSrniBlion  net 
and  contained ;  And  I,  the  said  Notary,  do  further  certify,  that  on  the  day  t 
ing  the  day  of  the  date  hereof,  at  the  request  of  the  said  aSirmautf,  I  repai 
the  meeting  house  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  (commonly  called  Quaken^]  i 
in  Bishops-gate  Street  in  this  City;  and  in  the  office  there,  carofully  ooBib 
compared  the  extract  hereunto  annexed,  marked  A.,  with  the  origioal  Mioula 
tioned  in  the  said  aiSrmation,  and  found  the  same  to  be  a  true,  faittifiil  and  i 
extract  from  the  said  original  Minutes,  as  set  forth  in  the  said  alBnnationi  ' 
lore  full  faith  and  credit  ought  to  be  given  to  the  said  affirmation  in  judicatnl 
thereout. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  Iiond,  and  atlixed  my  NoUria 
in  London,  this  thirteenth  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  ttnd  tirent< 
[L.  ..]  J.>  Bdei,,. 

JA.Mi;s  COMERFORP,  .V<J.  1 

CrotiTS  c,.^i«.^U«|T.o  Statu  j     j_^^.^^^ 

1,  Thomas  Aapinwall,  Consul  of  the  United  States  of  America,  for  Londt 
the  dependencies  thereof,  do  hereby  make  known  and  certify  to  all  wLom  1 
concern,  that  James  Comerford  who  hath  signed  the  foregoing  certificatt 
Notary  Public,  duly  admitted  and  sworn,  and  practising  in  the  City  of  London 
said;  and  that  to  all  acts  by  him  so  done,  full  fkitb  and  credit  are,  and  ought 
given  in  judicature,  and  thereout. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  ofGcia!  seal,  in  London  aforesaiJ,  this  thirteenth 
June,  Anno  Dom mi  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  twenty  nine,  and  in  tht 
third  year  of  the   Independence  of  the  said  United  States. 

[l.  s.]  THOMAS  ASPINWA 


London,  to  wit: 


(  B.  ) 


Josiah  Forster  and  George  Stacey,  both  of  Tottenham  in  the  county  of  If 
sex,  in  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  itrjtain  and  Ireland,  caDec 
land,  (being  two  of  the  people  called  Quakers,)  solemnly  and  eincerelr  aAi 
say,  as  foUowet  And  first  the  said  affirmant,  JoEiah  Forster,  for  himMlf  aatti 
the  Yearly  Meeting  of  the  relieioua  Society  of  Friends,  (commonly  called  Qi 
in  Grant  Britain,  held  in  Lon^,  by  odjoununeuta,  from  the  twenttetb  4a.j  ■ 
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Jth-month  of  the  present  year,  to  the  twenty-ninth  day  of  the  same  month,  inclu- 
raly,  did  duly  appouit  him,  this  affirmant,  to  act  as  the  clerk  to  such  meeting,  and 
■t  he  accordingly  acted  as  such  clerk :  And  this  affirmant  further  saith,  that  the 
iper  writing  hereunto  annexed,  marked  A.,  doth  contain,  and  is  a  true,  faithful  and 
tmte  extract  from  the  original  Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Yearly  Meeting 
foresaid,  signed  in,  by  order,  and  on  behalf  of  the  said  meeting,  by  this  affirmant  as 
ink  thereto,  as  aforesaid :  And  the  said  affirmant  George  Stacey,  for  himself  saith, 
bt  the  Standing  Committee  of  the  said  Society  of  Friends,  appointed  by  the  said 
fearly  Meeting,  did  duly  appoint  him,  this  affirmant,  to  act  as  their  clerk,  and  that 
bhath,  accordingly,  ever  since  acted  as  such  clerk :  And  these  affirmants  severally 
My,  that  thejr  have  together  carefully  collated  and  compared  the  said  extract  with 
m  said  original  Minutes,  and  do  find  the  same  to  be  a  true,  faithful  and  literate 
(ititct  therefrom,  as  aforesaid. 

JOSIAH  FORSTER, 
GEORGE  STACEY. 

AiBrmed  at  the  Mansion  House,  London,  this  13th  day  of  June,  1829,  by  both 
tfrnnnta,  before  me, 

William  Thompson,  Jtfo^or. 

'  (  A.  ) 

Jjk «  Yearly  Jieeting  of  the  Religious  Society  of  Friends,  held  in  London,  In/  ad- 
■ 'I,  frotn  the  20th  of  Vifth-monthy  to  the  29(A  of  the  same,  inclusive^  1829. 


^Uis  meeting  has  been  introduced  into  a  feeling  of  much  sympathy  and  brotherly 
(fh^fbr  oar  brethren  on  the  American  Continent  Wo  have  heard  with  deep  con- 
fnaiid  sorrow,  of  the  close  trials  to  wliich  they  have  been  subjected  by  the  diffu- 
#1  of  anti-christian  doctrines  among  them ;  and  wc  consider  it  to  be  a  a\xiy  to  dis- 
QBVL  sod  we  hereby  do  disclaim,  all  connexion,  as  a  religious  Society,  with  any 
VMbngfl  fiir  the  purpose  of  worship  or  discipline,  which  have  been  established,  or 
meh  are  upheld  by  those  who  have  embraced  such  anti-christian  doctrines. 

Aid  in  order  to  prevent  any  misapprehension  as  to  our  views,  we  feel  ourselves 
Jm  upon,  at  this  time,  to  avow  our  belief  in  the  inspiration  and  divine  authority  of 
viOU  and  New  Testament. 

We  (bither  believe,  that  the  promise  made  afler  the  transgression  of  our  first 
|vaits,in  the  consequences  of  whose  fall  all  the  posterity  of  Adam  are  involved, 
^  <*the  seed  of  the  woman  should  bruise  the  head  of  the  serpent;"  and  the  decla- 
Mioa  onto  Abraham,  <<  In  thy  seed  shall  all  the  families  of  the  earth  be  blessed," 
Ma  direct  reference  to  the  coming  in  the  flesh  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ.  To  him, 
did  the  Prophet  Isaiah  bear  testimony,  when  he  declared,  '*  Unto  us  a  child  is 
;  onto  us  a  son  is  given :  and  the  government  shall  be  upon  his  shoulder :  "and 
ne  shall  be  called  Wonderful,  Counsellor,  The  mighty  God,  The  everlasting 
\  The  Prince  of  Peace :  of  the  increase  of  his  flrovemment  and  peace,  ^lere 
4iB&B  no  end."  And  again,  the  same  Prophet  spoke  of  Iiim  when  he  said,  "  Surely 
k  hath  borne  our  griefs,  and  carried  our  sorrows:  yet  we  did  esteem  him  stricken, 
^Bttenof  God,  and  afflicted;  but  he  toa«  wounded  for  our  transgressions,  he  tMu 
hrind  for  oar  iniquities :  the  chastisement  of  our  peace  ^Das  upon  him ;  and  with 
Hi  stripes  we  are  healed."  The  same  blessed  Redeemer  is  emphatically  doftomi- 
Itted  by  the  Prophet  Jeremiah,  "  The  Lord  our  Righteousness." 

At  that  period,  and  in  that  miraculous  manner,  which  God  in  his  perfect  wisdom 
R«  fit,  the  promised  Messiah  appeared  personally  upon  the  earth,  wiien  <*  He  took 
■I  00  hAn  the  nature  of  angels ;  but  he  took  on  lum  the  seed  of  Abraham."  He 
'vis  in  all  points  tempted  Jike  as  toe  are,  yet  without  sin."  Having  finished  the 
mA  which  was  mven  him  to  do,  he  gave  himself  for  us  an  offering  and  a  sacrifice 
rCM.  He  tasted  death  for  every  man.  <<  He  is  the  propitiation  tor  our  sins :  and 
tf;ibr  con  only,  but  also  for  tfie  sins  of  the  whole  world."  **  We  have  redemption 
mngfi  his  blood,  even  the  forgiveness  of  sins."  '*  He  passed  into  the  heavens;  and 
mm  the  brightness  of  the  glorv  of  God,  and  the  express  image  of  his  person,  and 
ili3iiiiig  all  things  by  the  word  of  his  power,  wh^n  he  had  by  himself  purged  our 
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HM.  Ml  "lown  on  ll(C  liglU  hiiiul  of  iheMojorty  on  liigli;  and  over  livetlilon 

It  ia  by  the  l^rd  Jmus  Clinat,  tliat  tbo  WOtlJ  will  M  judged  in  nghtcoiw 
ttebtlie  mediMorof  thenewcowenont:  the  image  orihe  iuvieiWe  God;  ihe^ 
bom  of  every  creniure :  for  by  him  were  nil  tliineH  creiled,  that  are  iu  h^veivM 
that  are  in  earth,  visible  and  invisible,  whether  Uiey  be  ihrouca,  or  domuiionM 
principnlitieB,  or  powers:  all  things  were  created  by  iiim,  and  for  him:  andhcMta 
Ibwall  iliiii'^.  nud  by  hinmll  Uiiuffs  conrist."  "In  him  dwalletiiali  the  fulnewrf 
tliQ  (JtHllicaS  bodily :"  and  to  him  did  the  EvaugeliBl  bear  tealinony,  when  he  fan), 
"  In  the  beginning  was  the  Word,  and  the  Word  was  with  God.  and  tlie  Word  wM 
God.  The  earoe  wna  in  the  beginning  with  God.  All  tilings  were  made  by  lji|m 
and  without  him,  was  not  any  thing  made  thai  was  made.  In  liim  wnslile;  r-^"— 
lile  was  the  light  of  men."  He  "  was  the  true  light,  which  lightclh  eveiy  a 
comoth  into  Ihe  world." 

Out  blessed  Lordhiniaelf  spoke  of  his  jierpetunl  dominion  and  powei 
when  lie  said,  "  My  sheep  hear  my  voice,  and  1  know  thero,  and  they  follow  ■ 
nnd  1  give  unto  tbem  eienial  life :"  and.  when  deecribing  the  Bpiritual  food  w'-'-* 
bestowetb  on  the  true  believers,  he  declared,  "  I  am  the  bread  of  life: 
coineUi  to  me  ehall  never  hunger,  and  he  that  belicvetb  on  me  sliall  never  til 
He  epoko  also  of  his  saving  grace,  hestovrcd  on  thoee  who  come  in  faith  nnto  . 
when  he  said  "  Whosoever  nrinketh  of  the  water  that  I  ahal]  give  him,  shall  a 
liurBt ;  but  the  water  that  I  Bhail  give  him,  aliall  be  ia  him  a  weU  of  water,  e 
up  into  everlasting  hfe." 

Our  religious  Society,  from  its  cailiest  establishment  to  the  present  day,  hi 
ceived  these  most  important  doctrines  of  Holy  Scripture,  in  their  plain  alia  ot" 
acceptation;  and  we  do  not  acknowledge  as  in  fellowship  with  us,  as  a  CI 
comtuunily,  any  body  of  religious  profeesora  which  does  not  thns  accept '" 
which  openly  receives  and  accredits  as  ministers,  those  who  attempt  *"  " 


ly  of  these  doctrines,  which  wo  esteem  as  essential  parts  of  the  Christian  n 

It  is  the  earnest  desire  of  this  meeting,  that  all  who  profess  onr  name,  i  _, 

live,  and  so  nalk  hefore  God,  as  that  they  may  know  these  sacred  tiu^  tj 


blessed  to  tlicoi  in ilivi dually.  We  desire  that,  as  tlie  mere  profession  ofK 
Christiau  doctrine  will  not  avail  tothcsalvalion  of  the  soul, all  may  attain  tea  li  , 
efficacious  faith,  which,  through  the  power  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  briiigelh  forth  frus. 
unto  holinesB;  the  end  whereof  is  everlasting  life,  through  Jcbug  Christ  out  Lord. 
"  Blessing,  and  honour,  and  glory,  and  power,  be  unto  lUu  that  sittoth  upon  tto 
ilirone,  and  unto  the  Lamb,  fur  ever  and  ever." 

Signed  in,  by  order,  and  on  behalf  of  the  meeting  aforesaid,  by 

JOSIAH  FOaSTER,  Clet 

This  is  the  paper  writing  marked  A,,  mentioned  and  referred  ti 
affiriAalbn  hereunto  onncxcd,  marked  B. 

TIte  word  '■  which"  interlined  on  the  twenty-fifth  line  of  the  second  page. 

JOSIAH  FORSTBl 
GEORGE  STACE^ 
Jame«  CoMEKt'onn,  JiCatafy  Public. 
London,  \3lh  of  Sixth-mottOi,  1839. 


Pagt  72.  ExhAii  A'o.  12.  ErtratU  fntm  Iht  WrUitigt  nf  Primitive  Fritni:  em 
cernmg  the  Dmml'j.of  our  Lord  atul  Saniom;  Jett^t^hritl-  Publiihed  6y  rfim 
(wn  of  tlie  JUeeUng  for  Suffering!  held  in  Philadelphia. 

Al  a,  Mniins for  Sufferings  held  in  Philadtlphin,thE  nth  of  Finl.monlh.lBZi— 

An  Essay,  containing  a  few  brief  extracts  froni  ihe  writings  of  our  pricoiin 
Friends,  on  several  of  tlio  doctrines  of  the  Christian  religion,  which  hive  bM 
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WEJ8  bold,  and  arc  most  euroly  believed  by  us,  bciiigr  produced  hikI  read ;  on  solid 
neidenition,  they  appeared  so  likely  to  be  productive  of  bcuclit,  if  a  publication 
Kieof  was  made,  and  spread  among  our  members  generally,  that  the  committee 
ppainted  on  the  printing  and  distribution  of  religious  books,  are  directed  to  have 
MilcieDt  number  of  them  struck  off,  and  distributed  accordingly;  being  as  follows: 

We  have  always  believed  that  the  Holy  Scriptures  were  written  by  divine  inspi- 
gfaiii  that  they  are  able  to  make  wise  unto  salvation,  through  faitli  which  is  in 
Wit  JesoB ;  for,  as  holy  men  of  God  spake  as  they  were  moved  by  the  Holy 
jte^  they  are  therefore  profitable  for  doctrine,  for  reproof,  for  correction,  for  in- 
ikeetioii  in  righteousness,  that  the  man  of  God  may  be  perfect,  thoroughly  fur- 
ijjfcsd  onto  all  good  works.  But  they  are  not,  or  cannot  be  subjected  to  the  fallen, 
fMapt  reaaon  of  man.  We  have  always  asserted  our  willingness,  that  all  our  doc- 
[fai  be  tried  by  them ;  and  adroit  it  as  a  positive  maxim,  that  whatsoever  any  do 
^ptwtMling  to  the  Spirit}  which  is  contrary  to  the  Scriptures,  be  accounted  and 
(iMI  a  delaaion  of  the  aevil. 

'We  receive  and  believe  in  the  testimony  of  the  Scriptures,  simply  as  it  stands  in 
•ilBxt — *•  There  are  three  that  bear  record  in  heaven,  the  Father,  the  Word,  and 
iiHdhr  Ghost,  and  these  three  are  one." 

^We  Delieve  in  the  only  wise,  omnipotent  and  everlasting  God,  the  creator  of  all 
Mfeis  in  heaven  and  earth,  and  the  preserver  of  all  that  he  hath  made,  who  is  God 
lli^  an,  Uesaed  for  ever, 
^lln  infinite  and  most  wise  God,  who  is  the  foundation,  root  and  spring  of  all 

B^^^^ta^A*        ^_  V-         A  1—  V^  Vial*  1  V*  M  1VV7  1  ^      C%  ^^iW     *  ^1  aSMP  1 


any 
and  only  begotten  Son  of  God,  who,  in  the  fuhiess  of  time,  through  the  Holy 
jha<,  was  conceived  and  born  of  the  Virgin  Mary — in  him  we  have  redemption 
liMih  hie  blood,  even  the  forgiveness  of  sins.  We  believe  that  he  was  made  a 
•HiiMe  Ibr  sin,  who  knew  no  sin ;  that  he  was  crucified  for  us  in  the  flesh,  wai> 
NjM  ami  lose  again  the  third  day  by  the  power  of  his  Father  for  our  justification, 
iftaidfld  np  into  heaven,  and  now  sittcth  at  the  right  hand  of  God. 
^"'ilttken  that  infinite  and  incomprehensible  Fountain  of  life  and  motion,  operatetli 

acraatnres  by  his  own  eternal  word  and  power,  so  no  creature  has  access  again 
■B  bat  in  and  by  the  Son,  according  to  his  own  blessed  declaration,  **  No  man 
Hmdi  the  Father  but  the  Son,  and  he  to  whom  the  Son  will  reveal  him."  Again, 
*lm  the  way,  the  truth  and  the  life:  no  man  cometh  unto  the  Father  but  by  me." 
flHKe  he  18  the  only  Mediator  between  God  and  man :  for  having  been  with  God 
ioB  an  otemit}[,  being  himself  God,  and  also  in  time  partaking  of  the  nature  of 
■a;  through  him  is  the  goodness  and  love  of  God  conveyed  to  mankind,  and  by 
Ita  again  man  reoeiveth  and  partaketh  of  these  mercies. 

We  acknowledge,  that  of  ourselves  we  are  not  able  to  do  any  thin^  that  is  good; 
rikhv  can  we  procure  remission  of  sins  or  justification  by  any  act  of  our  own ;  but 
Kfcnowledge  all  to  be  o/^  and /rom  his  love,  which  is  the  original  and  fundamental 
mm  of  oar  acceptance.  <*  For  God  so  loved  the  World,  that  he  gave  his  only  be- 
BUM  Son,  that  whosoever  believcth  in  him  should  not  perish,  but  have  everlasting 

We  finnly  believe  it  was  necessary  that  Christ  should  come,  that  by  his  death  and 
■ftiiiifls,  he  might  offer  up  himself  a  sacrifice  to  God  for  our  sins,  who  his  own 
llf  bare  our  sins  in  his  own  body  on  the  tree ;  so  we  believe  that  the  remission  of 
■i  which  any  partake  of,  is  only  in  and  by  virtue  of  that  most  satisfactory  sacri- 
Bi^  and  no  otherwise.  For  it  is  by  the  obedience  of  that  one,  that  the  free  gifl  is 
■ae  upon  all  to  justification.  Thus  Christ  by  his  death  and  suficrin^8  hath  recon- 
led  U0  to  God,  even  while  we  are  enemies ;  that  is,  he  offers  reconciliation  to  us ; 
id  we  are  thereby  put  into  a  capacity  of  being  reconciled.  God  is  willing  to  be 
leoociled  unto  us,  and  ready  to  remit  the  sins  that  are  past ,  if  we  repent. 
Jeaus  Christ  is  the  intercessor  and  advocate  with  the  Father  in  heaven,  apjpcarinff 
I  the  presence  of  God  for  us,  being;  touched  with  a  feeling  of  our  infirmitiea,  auf* 
imn  ^^  sorrows;  and  also  by  Ins  spirit  in  our  hearts,  he  niakcth  interccasio*  ''^ 
■ding  to  the  will  of  God,  cryincr  nbba,  Father.     lie  tasted  death  forcveiy" 


416 

■lieil  111*  M<iod  for  all  men,  aw\  is  the  propilifttion  for  our  sinE,  and  noi  Tor  OQM^ 
but  also  for  the  eiflH  of  the  whole  world,  lie  alone  is  our  Rodeemet  ajiil  S«iiM 
the  caiiUiu  or  our  salvation,  the  promised  ^.oi,  who  bruises  tbe  serpeat'a  beadi  fl 
alpha  and  omega,  the  first  and  the  last.  lie  is  our  wisdom,  righteouBnem-joallte 
lion  and  redemption;  neither  is  there  salvation  in  an;  other;  for  there  i*  no  MU 
name  under  heaven,  given  among  men,  whereby  we  may  be  aavcd. 

Aa  he  oaccndoil  far  above  all  heavens,  that  be  might  fill  al)  things,  liiaRilaewea 
not  be  comprehended  or  contained  in  an;  finite  cieature,  but  in  some  measure  hain 
and  experienced  in  ui,  as  we  are  prepared  to  receive  the  aamc;  as  of  hisfiilne«lH 
have  received  grace  tor  ^nce.  He  la  both  the  word  oF  faith  and  a  qiiickcntj^  tjiri 
in  «B,  whereby  he  ia  the  immediate  caitae,  author,  object  and  strength  of  our  Imli| 
faith  in  hie  name  nud  power,  and  of  the  work  of  our  ealvstion  fVom  ein  and  bondagi 
of  corraptioD. 

The  Son  of  God  cannot  be  divided  from  the  least  or  loweet  appearance  nfhBWn 
divine  light  or  life  in  us,  no  more  than  tlie  aim  from  its  own  light :  nor  m  the  wft 
ciency  of  hia  light  within  set  up  or  mentioned  in  oppofilion  to  him,  or  Id  hiafubW 
coiuidered  as  in  himself  or  without  us :  nor  can  any  measure  or  degree  of  IvM  V 
ceivcd  ftom  Christ,  bo  properly  called  the  fuinesa  of  Christ,  or  Christ  aa  in  nfew^ 
Dor  exclude  him  from  being  out  complete  Saviour.  And  where  the  least  degrMtt 
measure  of  ihia  lieht  and  life  of  Christ  within,  ia  sincerely  waited  in,  folktwd  Uli 
obeyed,  there  is  a  bleaecd  increase  of  light  and  grace  known  and  fell ;  aa  the  pwirf 
the  juat,  it  ahines  more  and  more  until  the  perfect  day ;  and  thereby  a  grovin[it 
grace, and  in  the  knowledge  of  God,  and  of  oiu' Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  CariaI,lM| 
been  and  is  truly  experienced. 


after  shall  believe  in  him  unto  juetification  and  acceptance  with  Goilj  builboi^. 
to  come  to  that  faith,  ia  to  receive  and  obey  the  mAnilestation  of  hia  divine  ligtHU 
grace  in  tlio  conadelice,  which  leads  men  to  believe  and  value,  and  uoi  to  dMO«a^ 
undervalue  Chriat,aB  the  common  sacriiicc  and  mediator.    For  wc  doalHrn),tli  ~ 
follow  this  holy  light  in  the  conscience,  and  to  turn  our  niindf,  and  bring  all  oi    ' 
and  thoiighta  to  it,  ia  the  readiest,  nay  the  only  right  way,  to  have  true,  livi, 
sanctilying  faith  in  Christ, OS  lie  appeared  in  the  flesh;  and  to  diECcm  tbeL 
body,  comme, and  sulfcringB  aright,  and  to  receive  any  real  benefit  by  him  as  oar 
eacrifice  and  mediator;  according^  to  the  beloved  disciple's  cmphalical  teatin 
the  light,  we  have  fellowship  one 
in  cicaneetli  us  from  all  ain." 
By  the  propitiatory  sacrifice  of  Christ  without  us,  wc,  truly  repenting  and 
5,  are,  ttiroogh  the  mercy  of  God,  Juetilied  from  tbe  iraputati       "    '       "  ' 


gressions  that  arc  past,  as  though  they  had 
mighty  work  of  Christ  within  us,  the  power,  nai 
that  OS  sin  once  reigned  unto  death,  even  so  nov 
nese  unto  etoiual  life,  by  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord. 

Signed  on  behalf  of  the  meeting. 


of  sins  and  tnM 
.  ..  been  committed  ■■  and  by  M 
ire,  and  habits  of  sin  are  deattqill 
grace  reignelh  through  nghtsM 


JONATHAN  fiVAKS,  Cfcrt, 


Piifit  1 1 0.     Bxkibtt  JVu.  1 5.     LtlUr/ro, 


Eitni  Hicks  lo  Phcbe  Willi;  1818.  .. 

JEBICHO,  IBtH  of  PlFTH-MOWTH,  ]£IIl| 

Aly  Dear  Friend,  ^ 

Thy  acceptable  epistle  I  have  perused,  and  believing  it  to  be  the  product  of  qi 
friendship,  it  was  gratefully  received,  and  the  language  it  utters,  would  not  wif/i 
years  since,  have  been  my  own-  But  liavine  for  n  coiiEidcrable  tinie  pa.**!,  found  fift 
full  conviction,  that  there  is  scarcely  any  tnin^  so  baiiefull  to  iho  present  and  Intn 
happiness,  and  welfare  of  mankind,  as  a  submission  to  tradition  and  popular  OpUUH 
1  have,  therefore,  been  led  to  ^c  the  Dcveeniy  of  invest igatiug  lor  atyeelf,  til  cw 


—^  ^ 
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iiil  rtoctrinos,  whotficr  of  a  Moral  or  of  n  rcll<:r|ou3  nature,  oithor  verbally,  or 
cally  fniiinninicaforl,  hy  tlic  bfst.  nnd  frnvitrst  <if  ijioii.  nr  Anirrls,  And  not  to 
rii  siitisfyi'il  witli  any  tliini.»",  luit  tlio  plnin,  clonr,  (!i?nuuistr:itivo  tostiinnny  of  llio 
Uil  word  c)flito,:indIi;rlit,  in  my  own  horirt  and  Consoionro.  And  wliirli  lini*  led  nic 
low  very  far,  all  the  profo.-sorrf  of  (Christianity  aro  from  lljo  rral  Spirit,  and  Sub- 
of  tin,*  (lOFpcl, — And  amon^  otln.T  snbjocls,  T  liavo  bor-n  led,  I  trnst  carefully, 
ididly,toinvcsti^fato  the  cIloctK produced  by  the  book  cajird  the  Scripture*!, since 
)ornc  that  appellation,  and  it  appears  from  a  comparative  view,  t«>  have  been 
ISO  of  fourfold  more  harm, than  "rood  to  (MirJKtendom,  .«<ince  the  Apostles'  davs, 
lich  I  think  nuiift  bo  indubitaldy  plain  to  every  faithful  honest  mind,  that  has 
rrated  her  history,  free  fr«Mn  the  undue  bias  of  Kducation,  jind  tradition, — Mark 
^inniiit^  of  the  Apostary  when  tin'  profosors  of  Christianity  bi'iran  to  quarrel 
nd  separal.i\  from  earli  other,  it  all  sprnnj,'  fr«>nj  their  ililfcrent  views  and  dif- 
ijilerpretrati«)ns,  of  pusrsajres  of  Scripture,  and  to  ssuih  a  pilch  did  their  quar- 
i!5C,a.s  that  a  recurraufc  t«>  thesw<ir«l  was  soon  deemed  necessary  to  settle  the 
?s, — And  the  Stronirest  party  in  that  lino,  tindin^r,  that  as  lon;r  as  the  people  wore 
ty,and  had  tin?  priviled;re  of  i-earehiiii,^  the  Scriptures,  and  putinir  their  own  in- 
atioiiH  upon  them,  and  makeiuirthem  their  rule,  diversity  of  opiiiion  and  ditVer- 
Vfudd  increase,! his  led  the  Siroui^est partytt) that disa!;reeable and unchristioii 
ilive  of  wresliu;rthemouL  of  their  haiuls,andforhiddiujr  tjif»irb<'infrri»adby  tlic 
at  lar^-e, — And  this  Slate  <»i'lhinirs  continued  for  many  venrs,  untill  thebe^nii- 


Hon  on  the  Scriptures,  was  taken  oil",  and  every  Citizen  that  joined  Luthurs 
lad  the  j)riviledire  of  ri.'adiu«*'the  Scriptures  at  his  pleasure — and  wliat  was  the 
— A  devi^rsily  of  Sontimeut.,  resj)ectiuir  what  they  tauL'ht,  whii'h  soon  set  the 
.ers  one  ai^ainst  auuother,  and  which  simu  produced,  such  divisions  and  ani- 
:fl  aniouir  ilie  reformers  that  rec«)urse  was  a^rain  had  to  the  Sword,  to  settle 
OS,  in  this  condition  thin«rs  continued  I'ntill  CJieorffe  Fox  was  raised  up  to  bear 
lony  to  the  li^fht  ami  spirit  of  truth  in  the  hearts  and  Consciencies  of  Men  and 
in,  as  the  only  sure  rule  of  faith  and  practice  both  in  relation  to  Kclirrious  and 
tliin«r3»and  which  was  comjdetc  and  Kutficient,  without  the  aid  of  books  or  men 
doctrine  and  Kxample  clearly  evinces,  as  Ids  reformation  was  bcp:un  and  car- 
i  witiiout  the  necessary  aid  of  cither, — IJut  as  Ibo  professors  of  CIiri:?tianity, 
:ld  the  Scriptures  or  their  interpretations  of  them,  as  tlioir  chief  Idol,  and  such 
eir  veneration  for  them,  that  for  any  ono  to  hold  up  any  tliincf  else  as  a  rule, 
i  immediately  pronoutu^ed  as  a  Iieritic,  or  scismatic,  and  not  fit  to  company  or 
Ltc  with,  in,  any  way,  this  led  George  and  his  friends,  to  shew  that  their  doo- 
wore  in  nowise  deroi,^atory  to  those  written  by  those  who  were  inspired  by  tlio 
spirit  in  former  days, — And  all  po  to  jirove,  tliat  every  step  of  reformation, 
lie  fall  in  every  ajre  of  the  world  has  been  hopm  and  best  carried  on  wliea 
ormer*',  kept  close  to  the  leading,  and  inspiration,  of  the  spirit  of  truth,  and 
d  nothinnfi  whether  books,  or  men,  to  turn  them  aside  from  their  over  present, 
orbles-sL'd,  surepjuide,  Seoiufr  they  have  the  Anointin'r  to  bo  their  teacher,  and 
ritual  Lamb  to  be  their  liirbt, — 

.  I  conceive  every  man  and  Woman,  who  has  a  right  undorstandiniTt  and  cor- 
leas  of  the  divine  Character,  must  have  the  same  views,  ior  otherwise  they 
:ontradict  their  own  prtdct-sions,  as  every  one  who  believes  in  the  existnnce  of 
Vttrjbuto  to  liim  Justice,  mercy,  and  love,  and  that  he  is  unchanf^eable  in  his 
p,  and  incapable  of  partiality,  Ihmico  he  must,  and  no  Doubt  has,  ^ivcn  to  every 
nd  Women,  a  complete  and  sulllcicnt  rule  of  faith  and  practice,  without  the  aid 
ks  or  men,  Aiul  hath  so  ordered  in  the  course  of  events,  that  the  more  strictly 
ithfully,  every  man  an«l  Woman  lives  up  to  tho  jrnidance  and  teaching  of  this 
i  annointinjr,'and  never  turns  aside,  to  the  riiiht  hand  or  lel>,  for  the  pn.'ccpts 
ulitions  rif  mou,  th-;  m«»re  instrucliou  nu«l  help  they  atVori!  one  another, — And 
po><>  a  Wriiieu  ruli!  to  he  n«c'-  -iry  '»r  isiuch  u-ofn|  is  ti)  iujp»,nch  tJie  divine 
rtcr, andchar'je  the  mtinih*  .lehovah  uitli  ]urtiiility, nnd  inpintice,asthegrcatcr 
fhi»  rational  Creation,  has  never  been  fuiuibhed  wilJi  thuee  uicone,  and  h^'* 
Lt  II.*^j3 


their  licarts  btit  lie  dispensed  tlieiii  to  no  other  peojilc  but  to  Jsraci,  ana  tl 
J.  cainn  of  their  own  accord  and  joined  them,  mid  as  soon  as  the  effect  was  j 

t  l>v  brinjrinjr  Ihcni  back  to  their  inward  jjuido.  all  thoi^e  outward  means  becaj 

?  leto,  and  useless.     So  likevvi.sc  he  made  use  of  the  Ministry  of  Jesus  Christ 

I  A]>nstles,  for  the  same  end,  to  turn  from  darkne.«8  to  tlie  inward  light,  and  \\ 

wart  Hfected,  their  Mini?try,  had  done  all  it  could  do,  and  to  such,  as  they  c 
to  walk  in  tlio  li;;'"**  tli*'ir  iluctrine  bccanjc  (Jb.solcto,  and  uselesp.  And  so 
ni;r%  whiiro  any  roal  roforniut ion  has  been  produced,  it  lias  always  been  b 
iiientr?  newly  rnisorl  up.  by  the  immediate  oj>peration  of  the  Spirit,  And  w 
|K«oplo  have  dopoiuU;d,  upon  what  has  been  Writt'Mi,  to  former  gencratio 
make  no  advannMiiout,  but,  just  hit  down  in  the  labours  of  their  forefathers, 
htu.'omo  dry  and  formal,  and  fall  behind  tho>:e.  they  are  coppying  after,  or  pi 
f<dl(»w, — 'J'hirf  ii?  very  innnifestly  the  ca^e  with  our  Society,  ailho  so  highly  i 
witli  almost  every  possible  means  to  gather  them,  from  all  outwards  to  theii 
ward  teacher,  wiio  toachorf  as  never  nian  taught,  nothing  but  the  truth,  ai 
the  cause  why  many  turn  from  him,  to  the  loachings  of  men,  or  books,  bcca 
ran  mostly  turn  thoir  teacliings  to  suit  their  own  ends,  hence  plain  truth  is  i 
able  to  them,  hut  teachings  that  they  can  interpret  to  suit  their  own  iuclina 
most  men  do  with  the  Scriptures,  these  they  cry  up,  and  speak  highly  of, — J 
as  these  cause  all  the  animosities  and  divisions  in  (^*hristcndoni,and  from  hci 
of  their  quarcis  and  wars  have  arisen, — And  there  is  great  cause  to  fear,  tha 
in  our  Society,  who,  are  united  with  those  among  others  in  very  improperly® 
the  Scrijjturea  above  their  true  value,  are  adhereed  to,  they  will  finally  dr 
Scatter  us,  as  they  have  all  other  professors  of  Christianity, — For  considcn 
putes  have  already  arisen  concerning  passages  of  the  first  iinportanco,  1  will 
one  wherein  the  very  loaders  arc  divided,  and  surly  if  it  is  so  wrapt  up  in  miff 
we  cannot  understand  it  alike,  how  much  better  should  we  be  without  it. 

It  is  l*cters  testimony  concerning  the  more  sure  word  of  prophecy  which 
those  considered  as  the  most  wise  and  learned,  Amongst  us,  tells  us  is  the  so 
And  should  I,  be  by  them  convinced  that  Peter  really  ment  the  Scriptures, 
to  nic,  render  all,  ins  writings  as  unworthy  much  attention.  And  I  have  w 
doubt,  that  if  friends  generally,  of  the  foremost  ranks,  should  honestly  an 
speak  their  sentiments  on  the  Scriptures  in  general, — So  great  would  be  tin 
bity  of  prosj)ects,  that  little  help  or  edification  in  a  Society  Capacity  could  be 
from  them,  and  it  is  altogether  reasonable  it  should  be  so,  in  the  dispensings  ( 
providence.  Seeing  as  wo  have  the  Scriptures  at  our  command,  that  if  their 
ficioncy  in  them,  to  point  the  way  to  Heaven,  we  mitrht  then  by  our  own  i 
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ion  tJicin  as  cvidcnro  to  the  truth  of  inspiration,  and  to  shew  that  the  upriffht  nml 
ithful  in  ibrmcr  apQSy  wore  led  and  ini>tructod  hy  lltc  i-anic  spirit,  uh  those  in  Ihc 
resent  day,  and  that  the  Lord  id  graciously  wjllinrr  to  reveal  luniscll'  as  t'lilly  to  the 
lildrcn  of  men  in  this  day,  as  in  any  Day  oi'thc  world,  without  respect  of  persons,  as 
ich  are  attentive  to  Jiis  inward,  and  ppiritual  nianiti'stations. — 
•And  how  much  more  reasonable  it  is  to  &upf>OB0,  tliat  an  inspired  teacher  in  the 
resent  day,  should  bo  led  to  speak  more  truly  and  plainly  to  the  States  of  the  pco- 
ieto  whom  he  is  led  to  communicate,  than  any  doctrines  that  were  dehvored  17UU 
8tra  ago  to  a  people  very  dilTorently  circumstanced,  to  those  in  this  day,  I  leave  to 
my  rational  mind  to  Judge — And  that  the  doctrines  of  (Icorge  Fox,  and  our  prinii- 
ira  friends  Should  be  easier  to  understand,  and  ])]ainer,  behig  written  in  our  own 
knguagc,  than  the  doctrines  of  the  premitivc  Ciiru^tians  appears  very  reasonable 
ivl  we  are  all  or  have  been  so  bound  down  by  traditiim,  beinjr  tautrht  from  the  Cra- 
Be  to  venerate  the  Scriptures,  and  people  generally  considering  tiicni  so  Sacred  as 
tot  to  lie  investigated,  but  bound  to  receive  them,  as  we  have  been  tauglit  hence  we 
bire  oil  been  more  or  less  dupes  to  tnulitiou  and  error.  I  well  renn'iidier  Imw  oil 
If  Conscience  has  smuteme  when  1  have  been  endeavouring  to  support  the  Societies 
wief  of  the  Scripturcjs  that  they  so  very  far  excelled  all  other  writings,  that  the 
bur  of  man  had  too  great  a  shore  in  leading  me  to  adii])t  the  Foiitinient,  and  custom 
mdered  it  more  easy,  but  1  never  was  clear  in  my  own  uiind  as  to  that  |niiut  and 
W I  carefully  attended  to  my  own  f»elings  I  sliould  have  been  i)reserved  J  liolieve 
lit  line  of  more  Consistancy,  in  that  respect  and  I  may  now  acknowlcdire  to  tlic;e, 
lllt,I  never  cxprest  my  own  genuine  fooling?,  and  j)rospeclf^  so  clonrly,  and  eo  much 
lljbc  peace  of  my  own  mind,  as  in  our  lust  (piarterly  nu'cting,  and  indeed  such  was 
tfeviow  I  had  and  the  clearness  of  the  opening,  that  I  apprehended  tlicir  could  not 
lUfiebeen  a  rational  mind  jiresont,  ac(|uaint(.-d  with  the  Subjects  of  my  Conumuiica- 
liOB,but  would  have  assented  thereto, — Much  more  migliL  be  said,  in  proof  of  the 
fengoiog',  but  my  time,  and  leasurc  will  not  reasonably  admit  me  to  proceed  further, 
fldwhat  1  Jiavo  written  has  been  done  in  scraps  of  time,  that  I  have  as  it  were 
HoleDfrom  my  other  many  avocations,  without  any  lime  to  copy  it,  or  give  il  nnich 
tBDination,  therefore  I  hope  thou  wilt  excuse,  the  imi)roprieties,  tliat  may  have  cs- 
|H|iodmy  notice,  believing  that  thou  wilt  be  able  to  apprehend  the  main  dritl  of  the 
iqnments;  and,  be  willing  to  put  the  best  construction  on  such  parts  as  may  to  thee 
^Nietr  erroneous ;  thy  Assured  friend  ELI  AS  JJICKS. 


Page  110.     Exhibit  M>.  10.     Letter  from  Elias  Hicks  to  Phchc  WiUh,  1C2U. 

New  York,*2oD  of  Nintii-month,  IJI^O. 

I 

Ben  Friend 

I  have  read  thy  communication  with  attention  and  candor,  and  am  very  rorry  tliat 
I8y  thin^  that  1  have  said  or  done,  should  have  given  thee  so  much  truubhf  and  cnn- 
MBiyhut  I  can  asurc  thee. if  1  am  any  way  falty  in  the  premises,  it  is  altngeilier  nn- 
hleiidcd  by  me.  And  did  T  not  believe  that  thou  had  acted  intentionly,  the  part  of  a 
fiiccie  friend,  I  should  n(»t  have  noticed  so  fur,  as  to  have  made  any  re]»ly,  As  the 
Ptttcr  part  is  entirely  errevalcnt  to  the  f-ubiects,  or  to  n)y  real  ra^e, — tor  if  ])er-]»le 
whear  communications  or  nnut  writing,  will  take  the  liberty  to  divide  and  desect, 
tamunications  so  as  to  make  them  say,  whnt  they  never  was  intended  to  sny,  who  is 
kmost  blameable,  the  speaker,  or  waiter,  or  hearer, or  reader,  and  this  is  nt'ten  done 
iMieve  by  some,  on  purpose  to  find  fault, tho'  1  don't  mean  to  apply  this  disposition 
lithee  in  the  least,  And  yet  1  believe  there  are  many  such,  and  not  a  tew  only  iu  our 
Mm  iocicty 

•Thy  greatest  concern  seems  to  bo  what  1  have  said  or  what  my  sentiments  ore  rc- 
pecting  the  Scriptures,  and  that  1  am  ditVorrently  oppinnioncd  concerning  them,  t  linn  I 
at  in  the  early  part  of  my  exercises  in  a  religious  way,  iJut  this  is  intirely  a  mis- 
liEfl^  for  my  belief  concerninir  them  has  been  uniformily  the  samo,  from  myytmth  \\\i^ 
pen  before  thou  had  seen  the  light  (»f  this  w(»rl(l — for  a  conuTiunieation  I  trust  1  was 
id  to  deliver  in  a  public  meeting  in  Oysterbay,  between  to  and  50  years  since,  is 
»y  fresh  in  my  remembrance,  as  it  then  opened  in  my  mind— that  tho  professors  o^ 


of  Ills  power  ami  prcsonco,  and  loukcd  only  to  the  power  otllie  Imnirc  it  did  thoi 
p  hurt  than  jjood,  tho  Lord  saw  nu'ctto  lakoit  away,  ullho'  iftho  Israelites  hi 

S  up  the  true  faitli  in  the  innncdialc  presence  it  niirjlit  have  been  continued  t 

f  their  generation  until  the  antitipe  came,  whicli  Is  Christ  as  God  in  spirit, 

"i  (Mirib't  as  man,  and  to  this  (3hri.st  and  (iod  which  is  one  I  ascribe  all  true  diviz 

to  tliose  innnorlal  Spirits  that  arc  in  unison  with  hiui,  and  partake  of  bis  divine 
but  to  nothinir  elto  do  1  ascribe  any  real  Divinity,  and  surly  it  cannot  be  asci 
'.  any  corporal  matter,  only  in  simiJitudc  or  shadow — 

The  next  tliinj:^  I  would  oh.sorve  is  that  I  have  said  that  it  would  be  better,  tli 
were  intirely  anilated,  but  this  is  not  the  case,  as  1  have  never  f^aid  it,  as  I  rer 
except  I  might  when  in  pleascnt  conver.^alion  with  my  particular  friends  whi 
full  unity,  and  knew  how^  to  undorHtand  me,  I  miirht  Iiave  said,  that  I  did  dg 
but  it  mi;(lit  be  as  well  that  they  were  entirely  done  away  but  never  cxprcficc 
settled  belief— IJut  I  may  Add  that  I  sometimes  think  that  if  they  arc  realy 
and  useful  to  a  few  who  make  a  right  use  of  them,  yet  as  I  believe  they  on 
preat  harm  to  multitudes  of  otiiers?,  whether  it  would  not  be  better  for  the  fi 
find  Some  comfort  and  help  from  them  to  give  them  up  for  a  time  untill  tlie  wr 
and  abuse  of  them  arc  done  away,  in  the  same  maimer  as  in  a  Moral  relation  i 
be  better  for  the  mhabitants  of  the  world  if  di::tilation  and  the  means  of  mak 
ritiious  licpior  was  for  a  time  given  up  and  done  away,  until  tho  wron^  use  an' 
of  it  was  done  away,  and  forgotten,  nltho'  it  might  deprive  some  of  the  bene 
who  use  those  articles  only  to  their  comfort  and  help,  for  if  after  a  time  it  n 
thought  right  to  renew  the  making  it,  when  the  intemporate  use  and  abuse  w 
away  it  would  bo  a  very  easy  thing  for  man  to  make  it  again  Just  fo  in  res 
the  Scripture?,  it  would  bo  a  very  easy  thing  for  divine  Wisdom  and  Good 
raise  up  and  qualify  some  of  his  faithful  f>or\ants  to  write  scriptures  if  ho  shou 
best  as  good  and  as  competent  for  the  geucrntion  in  whirh  they  lived  and  likcl; 
be  nuich  hotter,  thiin  those  wrote  so  many  hundred  years  since,  for  would  nc 
of  us  he  verv  G'lad  if  we,  could  have  iuuncdiate  access  to  Paul,  and  some  othe 
Apostles,  who  contradict  one  another  and  sometimes  themselves,  by  which  n« 
might  be  informed  of  tho  true  meaning  of  what  thoy  have  wrote,  and  cause  u 
understand  them  alike —  Another  compluint  thou  monlioiis  is  that  1  counte; 
discipline  respecting  reading  the  Scriptures,  which  is  also  a  mistake  as  my  mil 
'  same  to  incourage  friemls  especially  tlie  younger  class,  as  I  have  always  done 

^  resjiect,  but  1  have  only  en«leavored  to  counteract  the  inovations,  that  appear  i 

3  friends  by  fixing  times  before  hand,  some  at  tables,  and  a  groat  stir  their  ia 

\  «rland  since  thev  ioinod  tho  snnorstitions  I'ihli'  Snriftii^-j  fn  l»>inip  triond<  infn 
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r  minds  Secretly  drawn  into  a  solemn  state,  tlmt  tliey  yield  thereto  and  wait  to  be 
nictcd  Iiow  to  act  imd  wliiit  to  do,  and  1  bolievo  were  tliis  the  cat-e  with  l^arontti 
liildrcn  they  would  often  ho  !iirni>iied  with  a  word  of  counsel,  and  incournjionient, 
.o'  contained  in  but  few  cxpn-ssKUis  that  would  he  morn  elU'ctual  to  the  help  and 
turageniente  of  their  ChildrLMi  and  families  than  the  readin<r  of  all  I'aurB  K]>ii>t]ep, 
hout  being  under  the  rin^itt  coverinfTi  for  it  will  remain  an  eternal  truth,  that  the 
er  killeth  but  the  spirit  only  ^iveth  life — I  shall  notice  one  thinfr  more  in  thy  let- 
that  rcepccting  the  atonenient,  and  as  time  will  not  admit  nie  to  write  much  niorCy 
lall  in  a  short  way  give  thee  my  view  on  the  subject,  And  first  I  may  say  that  our 
mitive  friends  stopt  short,  in  that  matter,  not  fur  want  of  faithfiillnetis  but  because 
day  that  was  in  some  reri))e^ts  still  Dark  would  nut  admit  of  further  o]ieniu{;s, 
»U8C  the  people  could  not  bear  it,  therefore  it  was  to  he  a  future  work — J»ut  to 
rposc  in  this  day  of  advanced  lijjlit,  that  the  ollbrinir  of  the  outward  body  of  Jesus 
risBt,  should  pnr;Tc  away  spiritual  (Muruption  i.s  intircly  hicouhistaiit  with  the  naturo 
1  reason  of  thiu<fs  as  ilos-h  and  swirit  bear  no  analnirv  with  each  oil]6r,  and  it  like- 

CI  4  ~  • 

le contradicts  our  Lords  own  doctrinos,  where  he  as^urod  the  ]K:o])]e  that  the  llc.<Ii 
litcth  nothings,  and  many  other  of  his  iSayin^K  it  contradicts — And  I  believe  mithing 
Br  did  or  ever  will,  atone  for  spiritual  corruption,  but  the  intire  death  of  that  from 
KDce  that  corruption  orii,nnalod  which  is  the  corrupt  will,  and  the  life  that  the 
SBturo  has  generated  in  him  by  that  will  both  which  nmst  he  slain  by  the  Sword  of 
3 spirit  which  stands  hi  the  way  to  cdon  and  must  die  and  be  anihilatod  on  the  (.Vosi^, 
d  that  is  the  true  atonement  which  t  ho  creature  cannot  ollect  for  himself  only  as  he 
irniits  to  the  opperation  of  the  life  and  s|)irit  of  Christ  which  will  enable  the  willing 

i obedient  to  do  it,  And  the  outward  atonement  was  a  figure  of  it,  which  with  tho 
rtrd  example,  of  Jesus  Christ  in  his  righteous  works,  and  pious  death  gives 
EBDgth  to  faithful  to  make  this  necos^:ary  otVering  and  Sacrafico  unto  by  which  his 
■  is  Blotted  and  ho  again  ro<'<>nciled  to  his  maker 

I  must  iitjw  chjse  a.s  time  calls  mo  away,  thou  must  excuse  tho  Scribbloing  way  in 
Inehl  have  written  as  tho  shortness  of  time  made  it  necessary  to  write  in  much 


In  lovo  to  you  all,  I  rest  thy  aflbclionato  friend  ELIAS  IIICKS. 


li^llO.  Exhihit  JVr>.  17.  Copy  of  a  Ifllrr  \rrlUnihtj  FMnx  lUrlcn^in  amtwrr  to 
ime  atldrrjuted  to  him  hy  Thoma^t  H  iilis,  oj'Jiridui^LonL^  Jslutul,  dated  TaUh-munth 
Titk,  10-21. 

Jr.Rieiro,  Tkntii-moxtii,  10*21. 

Tin!CE  of  tho  27th  instant  I  have  duly  considered,  and  although,  like  thyself,  I  was 
tHight  up  and  educated  in  tho  histnrical  and  traditional  belief  that  the  conception 
'Jesus  of  ^iay.a^o^ll,  hi  the  wi»mb  of  Mary  iiis  niulluT,  was  eili'eted  by  the  jiower  of 
od,and  this  has  been  iii}''  belief,  ns  tar  !is  history  eouhl  j»ro(luce  a  belief,  for  more 
an  fitly  years;  and  altiiougli  1  read,  or  have  heard  the  scriptures  read,  many  times 
■er,  yet  as  i  read  them,  or  heard  them  read,  uniler  the  i)r«.'juilice  of  a  traditional  be- 
!f,l'never  observed  any  tiling  thai  appenretl  to  militate  agahistit;  but  having,  in 
e  compass  of  a  few  years  pai-t,  been  led  into  an  exaniinatinii  of  the  ancient  hittory 
' the  professed  Christian  ('iiur«  Ii,  wherein  1  uiso«.vered,  that  many  who  inadc  jiro- 
»ioD  of  tho  (.'Jiri>tinn  name  heii'-ved  nf  iierv.  i.-e.  and  tiie>e  at  time.-  stood  fbremo>t  in 
teem:  but  aslheso  (lif/i-rent  \irv.s,  f.)r  want  ».f  j.«-ei'ing  in  the  fiTUOaring  spirit  of 
JO  Christianity,  introdncetl  fli\i-lons  and  <iisputes  amnnic  tl:eni,  first  in  words  c>idy, 
eybeiran  to  persocnto  ono  anniiier  by  ealHng  each  t)!.h«T  heri'lic.- ;  and  which  finally 
rminated  in  cruel  and  bio«»ily  wars,  earried  im  brtwe«'u  ministers  and  ministers, 
cb  having  a  party  on  tln'ir  ."ide,  ai(ie<l  by  the  secular  pnwer:  and  after  many  years 
ligglc,  and  nnich  bloo«l.-hed,  the  bi^ll«'j^  of  lionie  gaining  tho  ascendency,  and 
ttmg  the  civil  power  into  his  h.uuls,  snli.ined  all  Knni;w»,  nn«l  broujiht.  thenj  to  >nli- 
t  to  his  will,  althougli,  nn  il'»i:'.)t  ho  v»:.s  iho  W(»rsl  of  li.em  all,  as  m  hiui  v.a?.  runi- 
dicnded  tiie  beast  that  .ln!ui,  in  hi.-*  revelation,  saw  rise  up  out  of  tho  sea,  (that  is,) 
i  of  tho  unstable  mnlUhu!«' ('fi"'<»i»I«'. 
>iow,  in  ins  creed,  to  which  ho  made  all  the  nations  of  Jhiropc  bow,  by  the  dint  of 
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Uio  fi\vnr«l,  Tvns  tlii^  of  the  Mirnculon?  Dlrth;  tlioroforo,  ftU  cliiltlrcn,  for  Bcvcral  hna* 
dn'«l  yc'ir."  v.«.ro  l'r.»i:L'iii  "i»  .'Hi'i  i.iiucalu»i  in  this  belief,  without  any  cxamiuation in 
rccrsirii  i.-*  it  j  corrL<iis»  •.-."••. 

rnnsir.u'  tliis  t-j  h«i  lii"  ca -^  I  rxaniincd  the  accoinits  pivcn  on  tJji.s  subject  by  tfaa 
f)iir  K\un'i»i:st&\  .'iinl  :ic«;«ir«:::i^'  t'»  i.iy  ht.vt  judiriuonl  on  the  occasion,  I  was  Jed  to 
think  th'jHj  v.'.'ip  con>i'!tT5r.lij  i.s-.ro  »>cri|jfufc  ovkIlt.cu  ll»r  his  being  the  eon  of  Joecplj 
than  o!ii«rv.i.-j(.';  iil:!.*'.i;r:i  it  I.rjs  n-jt  yot  chanjr«'4l  my  belief,  arc  the  conscqucncei 
which  l'»I!'.Av'  iiuicli  ij;'iri»  liivuMrahly;  turns  the  1 »?  rat'l  it  i^h  covenant  rested  veiy  much 
upon  extiTsial  cvi<I«'ii<«'.  by  way  of  u:'.t.vvar(i  ni4rac'.«\  Ft)  1  conceive  this  miraculoua 
birth  wa.s  i!ii(.'ni!';«l  iiriiK'irrsI'y  to  in«luoe  the  I.-ncjittv  to  behevc  he  was  their  pnh 
niirfutl  -M«.*?!.-ia!i,  or  th«'  LTt-a-  ['rui'liOt,  Mo^cs  wni  l>i]rr  brlLiro  projihesieJ  of  thatsboold 
cunic,  Wnii  uiitu  iiiiii.-^-!!'.     Jhit,  wi.cn  v.'o  c"n.->ii:tr  that  ho  was  burn  uf  A  wom&othat 
wad  juiii'  il  in  ]a.vf;:l  v.-i'<:i<.>ck  with  a  lijau  ui'  l>raoi,  it  would  seem  tliat  it  must  shot 
the  way  t«)  the  «^'ii:'.riinjf  any  suoii  b«j'.iot'.  as  ali  th«  ir  nciirhbours  woubl  naturally  be 
lo«l  t<i  con:i«!cr  him  tla»'  n.n  of  ,l«'.-f  ph.  an«l  this  il  ajipoars  very  clear  they  did,  by  the 
Fcrijituro  tri-^timniiy ;  a:.«l  allliiiii:h  i*.  hasj  n«!t,  a.r-  ahuvt;  (jh.-rrvcd,  £jiven  cause  os  yel# 
to  all'T  niy  viowh  on  tl.o  Msiri.'ct,  as  trailition  is  a  miL^hty  bulwark,  not  easilvrC' 
nifnoil,  v«.t  it  iias  had  ti.i.->  .-aijsiarv  ci:»xt,  to  ilt-iiviT  nuj  tr«»m  judifinff  mv  brethren 
nn«l  frj!'.w-tT«'itiiri'.-.  v.  1k»  ura  in  that  h».'hi;f,  ai.d  la.'i  *.\*'\  the  sanio  liow  of  love  and 
unity  witli  ti;«.'iii,  as  lii-iiiL'-a  li.i-y  w«  n?  in  ll.«j  sniii'.-  h»'!i'f  with  mysoli*:  neither  would 
1  ilaro  ti^  say  ;.ii.-::iv<  ly  liiai  it.  \vc:i!«i  he  i::y  iiiiinl,  tiny  hhuisld  'chnnsrc  their  bolic/1 
unlv^.s  I  C'liiiil  i:".\«;  t!i«iii  iir.i«  \i  irrcator  r\ii!»iuMj  tlian  I  am  at  ]»rc>ent  j»os5si:csfredor,as 
I  consiih.r  in  rciraril  to  oursalvaii-n,  lh«'V  am  b'-th  i:«'n-Orsi-ntials;  and  I  niav  furtlicr 
Bay,  tliat  I  h«  ii«;\«;  il  \\«»iild  ho  liUKii  Lr'-a*«r  mi  in  m«\  to  sin«ike  tobacco  that  WM 
thi.'  j»r«>«hn'o  of  th«.'  hihuj.r  of  .-!ivi  <,  tijan  it  v.«iij!«l  h«'  t«>  b»'IirVP  <ilhor  of  these  p08l» 
tiun<;  am!  I  may  fiirlin-r  ail«l,  as  a«i\i«  <•  fr«'m  a  hitithi-T  lliat  wi>lio.s  t hoe  well, tbal^ 
thou  woiihJ  ohM.Tvu  lh«*  a<Uic«^  of  tin)  ui.-','  i»lIll.^  "  l«'avi*  off  contention  before  it  be 
meddl«:d  willi.'     1  conchide  with  tmccre  detircs  li»rthy  establishnient  on  the  euW 
foiuidalion, 

Thv  friend,  JULIAS  IIICKS. 

ToTlloMA>  WlLM*-. 


J  •-:»;.  Ill',  Tjriui-rioN'Tii  Jt-^x,  1;JJ. 
1).  'T  Tr  ■  Jul. 

'C.iy  :■ -i .  :.  •  y  •  I  ".T  .■:'  i'ir  t  ri-  ;.li:  1-  ?  iv-isr  jj-lx  f ;  :;r;i:.l:  i-iil  my  ro'i;;MUsCII- 
c^pf.  !i,.  ..*  ,...!.  ..  ;• ;.. . .  -iry  r  •::. :  n.  •.!;•. \f  j-r.  •..  :.'•  •.  i..;.  .hiii/  i''ti:at  attention 
lij:.!  i'  •  <  ■•  •.■•..:  .  •  ■  i  !  •  r'  '..'ii:!'.  'fir  :  .  i  • ..  :.:;■  r  :■■;.  '.  :«.v..^  i.f  tij«!  {--urkT'iiif  «>f 
,lr.-ii~M '.;:•.  i:  .-■  S  in  :'<  i  •  i.  r '.:■'  v.  !:•»:.  v.:  -  t;..w'..  it  uf  ;";.•>;.•  ile=:r.ir  ^.f  his  b-oou  on 
the  f-r- ■-.•,;. Hi!  wli  t    :■    .   l":  v^''^  d  Ju  i:.:  ::i.::i  !  hy  ti. (;;;.•  .\::|!^  cf  liii:;  blood,  ^C 

I  {>!i:lI  M;-^\«r  .:i  a  V!':*;.  •  i:i...io  v,  .-y.  a.--  I  (.i.:..-i>r  •;.•.' u  I.-. -io  .' .:!;.crt.  to  l^e  a  very 
.'iiii;«!«-  "i;. .  :  , :..;  !}••.'  .  i-  .-iWij'!!;  V.  ..i-n  v,(;  lV«<-  (.\;r.  I  !\t  s  iV'i.i  ihi;  ii!;]»ropcr  bias*  of 
in'ci.iic.i  :i:..i  .•.'".••!•.■■..;.  v  !  ..  ii  r«  .-■:.•  a^  a  h'.ir:'.!  Ij.-.'Iij.'  :t  «:.<■  «  n  tin.'  miinls  ot'  iiK»fitof 
*h':  •  ...   il'  .i  •   'i.:'  r .  .•....;  -.x  ii'.-ii  vi  rv  iii'.ii'li  i...:r:  t;!«;  \',u  'y  a:.«!  hani:'»ny  of  .<«»cii'ty. 

J:!.  Jly  w;.::  J..  I'  «:...  .Il  jis  -  .rlr:  T;.-- a::>\MT  i- •..:•.:.  -by  t'.'- iiainlsuf  uirlcr^ 
iii«!i,  ail.;  ..  c'.-.  ••'...:  \\.  !J.-- \M  1"  r. .:.'•.;::  .;;..!  ;;.:.!*•  w  r<*  v  1- i.'.;i.  (iiury.  l>id 
<i'.-l  >'ij  .  i.:.  I  i;,*.)  J,,.'  v...ivi  !-.ir:.'  -<  .y  l--- .-  .ilir  d.  •.•.:  •  y  ti.e  ii:i:i«;:-  i-f  v.iclvod'  meu? 
Ilv  111  !::  •••:.  :  !:•.•  t>  Ii\i' .1  r..- z.  Mi-'t-^d  •'.•  .;^  :,::-,  \.  i.:.:i:  w;-- tiio  (Ipjiirn  and  end 
<..f  (;.•:■/(  r.'  !.::■•  i.i  .u  iii  t:..- :•-.:;•. ..ii:.'.    :.:i.l  :•:.  r- :.y  i.o  a;f:r:i.;.:  CAann^ie  to  ^ucll 

Ol    ••'  '•■•  '  ••'!  :  •   :..  •:..  .  r  ■'.  \,'  *.•  ♦  ..•  l.i.  .'.   '.  •;.  ••  .  f  \,;\.[  nji,'  |.;'i  •...•  ;..'rri.  s*  iilO.      Fur,  if 

II  W.\     !;.'•  j.  ;;••.  .  ■•  ; ,.;'  ( ,'  .  .  ;'•...:  j  ..  .  j    .  ..  '.  i    ,.  \,y  {,,,»    I  •  n.  ^  ,  f  \\ii;kod  Uilit, 

th'Mi  t;."  ,li  V.  .  j.j.  .  V  ..  ,'\  ..  •  ■/  ),  \v  •..:•'.;  i.  .'.•.'  cl":..*  (i.i./.-  v..!.  iij.i;  df  (.••.•uise  would 
i'li  hi'.'.'  •■••  ••!  .  !•.;.  ■!  .:i  )  .1  •.  t,  v.i..  il  <.'.  li'd  n..*.  hi'.  jli-J  it.  w  ::S  pfiuiiltcd  m»  tO 
!)•',  a-,  is  ii.;(i  '..  :i  »v::..  •  . .;.»  nT  -...  piMj.i.i.:.  .i;  i\  w  ,.<•  :.i,ii  ....,.ii  m.'ji  iji.it  v.cn;  bt.forc 
him,  wiio  5;UlRrcd  dtJl.*  h\  iliu  huud.-f  of  v»ic!-.vd  men  J-.t  ri.".!iceucjaW  fcukc,  as  cu- 
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to  those  that  catno  nflcr,  that  they  ehould  account  nothing  too  dear  to  give 
fio  truth's  eakc,  not  even  their  own  lives. 

he  shedding  of  Jiis  blood  by  the  wicked  scribes  and  Pharisees,  and  people  of 
Lad  a  particular  etfcct  on  tlic  Jewish  nation,  as  by  this,  the  topstonc  and  worst 
oir  crimes,  was  filled  up  the  measure  of  their  iniquities,  and  wliich  put  an  end 
dispensation,  toircther  with  its  law  and  covenant.  That  as  John's  baptism 
I  up  in  one,  all  tlie  previous  water  baptisms  of  that  disi)ensation,  and  nut  an 
them,  which  lie  scule<i  witli  his  blood,  so  tliis  sacrifice  of  the  body  or  JesuB 
summed  up  in  one  all  the  outward  atoninir  sacrifices  of  the  shadowy  dispen- 
md  put  an  end  to  tlieni  all,  thereby  abohshintr  tlie  law,  havinnr  previously  ful- 
l  its  righteousness,  and,  as  saith  the  apostle,  "lie  blotted  out  the  hand-writing 
lances,  nailinsr  Iheni  to  his  cross;"  having  put  an  end  to  the  law  that  com- 
tliem,  with  all  its  legal  sins,  and  abolislicd  all  its  legal  penalties,  so  that  all 
elites  that  believed  on  him,  atler  he  exclaimed  on  the  cross,  *•  It  is  finished," 
bstain  from  all  the  rituals  of  tlieir  law,  such  as  circumcision,  water  baptisms, 
I  sacrifices,  Seventh-day  iSabbaths,  and  all  their  other  holy  days,  &,c.  and  be 
ss :  and  the  legal  sins  that  any  were  guilty  of,  was  now  remitted  and  done 
f  the  abolishment  of  the  law  that  comniunded  thom,  for  "  where  there  is  no 
re  is  no  transgression."  IJut  those  that  did  not  believe  on  him,  many  of  them 
«troyod  by  the  sword,  and  the  rest  wore  scattered  abroad  in  the  earth.  Lut, 
rotmdi'i'  (linl  Ihr  cn/ri/uion  *  if  the  oi/fwnnf  l>oihj  f'fjhsh  and  bbnnl  oj'jrmit  on 
r,  irr/j?  an  alum.:ntnfjhr  ant/  .sins  hul  ilw  h.irnf  ^iti.s  of  tlw  Jiws:  fur  as  Iheir  law 
ward,  so  their  leiral  sins  and  their  pcnnlties  were  outward,  and  these  could  bo 
Tor  by  an  outward  saorilice;  and  this  lant  outward  sacrilieo  was  a  full  type  of 
ard  sacrifice  that  every  sinner  must  make,  in  giving  up  that  sinful  lile  of  his 
!1,  in  ami  by  which  ho  halli  from  time  to  time,  crucified  the  hmocent  life  of 
his  own  soul;  and  which  Paul  calls  *•  the  old  man  with  his  deeds,"  or  "the 
sin  and  f-on  of  perdition,"  who  hath  taken  God's  seat  in  the  heart,  and  there 
I  itself  above  all  that  is  called  (lod,  or  is  wor.shijjped,  sitting  as  Judge  and 
e.  Now  all  this  life,  power,  and  will  of  man,  must  be  slaiii  and  die  on  the 
iritually,  as  .Tcsus  died  on  the  cross  outwardly,  and  this  is  the  true  atonement, 
hat  outward  atonement  was  a  clear  and  full  type  of.  This  the  aj)ostle  Paul 
.h  in  a  plain  manner,  Jloinans  vi.  J  and  4.  "  Know  ye  not  that  so  many  of  us 
baptized  into  Jesus  Christ,  were  baptized  into  his  death  ?  Theretbre  we  aro 
vith  iiini  by  baptism  into  death,  that,  like  as  Christ  was  raised  up  from  the 
utwardly)  by  tlie  glory  of  the  Father,  even  so  we,"  having  by  the  s])iritual 
witnessed  a  death  to  shi,  shall  know  a  being  raised  up  spiritually  and  walk 
less  of  life. 

he  primitive  christian  church  having  soon  after  the  apostles'  days,  turned 
om  the  true  and  only  sullicient  guide,  the  spirit  of  truth,  that  Jesus  comniand- 
isciples  to  wait  for,  and  not  attempt  to  do  any  thing  until  they  had  received  it, 
ired  them  that  when  they  had  received  it,  it  would  be  a  com])Ietc  and  sufiicient 
*ho\d  the  (uhl'Uion  of  any  other  ihin;^^  as  it  would  lead  them  and  guide  them  in 
1.  Aiid  to  its  sullieicncy,  .lohn,  the  beloved  apostle,  bore  this  noble  and  cx- 
stimony,  in  full  accordance  with  his  Divine  Master,  in  this  emphatic  language 
rllow  believers :  "  Ve  have  an  unction  from  the  Holy  One,  and  need  not  that 
1  teach  you,  but  as  the  same  anointing  teacheth  you,  which  is  truth,  and  is  no 
lut  the  believers,  by  to«)  much  looking  to  their  old  traditions,  soon  lost  sight  of 
jcted  fully  to  attend,  as  they  tnight  to  have  done,  to  their  inward  gui(h?,  turned 
Icntion  outward  to  the  ltllti\  which  alvnya  kiUdh  those  who  lean  vjton  it  as  n 
■Icncc,  the  successors  of  those  meek  an<l  self-donviuir  followers  of  the  exam- 
commands  of  Jestis,  apostatized  from  the  siinidicity  of  the  gospel,  by  which 
y  was  broken,  and  they  soon  bocanie  divided  into  sects  and  parties,  and  pbr- 
cach  other;  and  invented  and  promulgated  inconsistent  and  unsound  doc- 
uch  as  original  sin,  certiiying  that  all  A<!nnfs  ollspring  was  condemned  to 
punishment  lor  one  mis-stop  f»f  our  lirrt  jiaronts;  tor  they  don't  ajjpcar  to  have 
ilty  of  but  one  failure,  an»l  that  it  appears  they  made  sali.-laction  for  at  tho 
their  first  arraiirnnient  hv  their  btMU'volent  creator,  maniii'sthig  sorrow  and 
ncc:  which  suems  to  be  fairly  imiiiied  by  thii  sequel  of  the  hiterviow  between 
jr  It  ic  said  he  olethcd  them  with  coat.-:  of  ckin,  to  hidi;  their  nakedaeeSi  whidi 
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ifl  an  emblem  of  tluraWc  clotbinff,  and  at  thtlr  nakedncMs  ittu  not  an  ouhtard  oim. 
iwlvcdno&s  of  sf»ul,  iK»t  bciiiiT  able  to  conceal  tbeir  am  from  the  all-pcrietrating  i 
Divine  Juftico,  j-o  when  ij»j  had  brou;;ht  theni,  tiirouirh  couvietioD,  to  see  then 
and  repcut  of  it,  he  was  rccuuciicd  to  them,  and  clulhed  thcia  a<rain  with  liifl 
Spirit. 

And  inasmucb  as  those  idle  promulsrators  of  ori<rinal  sin,  believe  they  are 
sinners,  witliout  their  conr;ent  or  knowJodj^'c,  w  hich,  according  to  the  nature  an 
son  of  thin^^':,  every  rational  mind  must  bee  is  impossible ;  ifo  likewise  they  ai 
and  iirnorani  enouirh  to  believe  tiiey  arc  made  righteous  without  their  coose 
knowlodrrc  by  the  ri<r}itcousncs9  of  one  wiio  lived  on  the  earth  near  two  thoi 
years  before  they  had  an  existence,  and  this  by  the  cruel  hands  of  wicked  mendi 
an  innocent  and  riLfhtcous  one;  and  thc-c  are  bold  and  darinjr  enough  to  b; 
cruel  and  unholy  act  in  the  char^je  of  Divine  Justice,  as  having  purposely  oro 
it  lo  be  so:  but  what  an  oulrriL'C  it  is  a^r.iinst  every  ri'^hteous  law  of  God  and  m 
the  scriiiturcs  abimdantly  testify.  See  Kxodus  c.  JJ,  v.  7.  *»  Keep  thee  far  ft 
falsr'  matter,  and  the  innocent  and  riiLrhteous  shy  thou  nut,  for  I  will  not  jostil 
wicked."  Deuteronomy  c.  '27,  v.  'J'i.  '*  Cursed  he  lie  thnt  taketh  reward  to  all 
innoi*«'nt  person;"  and  much  mi;.»^ht  he  produced  to  show  the  wickedness  andi 
dity  of  the  d«ictrine,  that  would  accn>»^  tlie  ]n*rr*etly  just,  all-wise  and  merciful  Jeb 
of  so  brirbarous  and  rruol  nu  act.  as  that  of  hhi\  jn;^  his  innocent  aud  riirhtcous  8< 
atone  for  the  sins  and  ini<juilics  of  the  im^t^dly. 

Hurclif,  M  it  [Vixttihlf^  that  a/iy  rafifnvU  htint:  thnl  hnx  tnxy  rl^ht  sense  ofjtuH 
mcrcij^  thnt  icouiil  hn  inHini;  in  titrepl /nvzirnKSH  of  his  sins  on  such.icnns ! ! !  H 
he  n'4  rfUhcr  iro  fonrard  ami  ofl'vr  hitrntflf  trhoUy  up  to  xntjer  nil  the  penaitiett 
his  vrimct^  rather  than  the  inno'^tnt  should  sfffcr?  .A'ly — was  hv  so  hardy  as  to  aid 
hdire  a  villinsn^ff  t*»  he  saved  thrrtu^h  fwh  a  nitdivm^  icmild  it  not  prove  that  he 
in  dircfl  opfirmtirm  tn  every  prinf:ijt!(  nfjustirc  and  honKstt/^  nfmirc.y  and  /ore, and 
himself  to  be  a  jiO(tr  se'jlsh  crcatitrr,  and  umrorthi/  'ifwdi'i!! ! 

Having  given  thee  a  sketch  of  my  views  on  the  subject  of  thy  queries,  ha 
thou  may  consider  them  correct,  I  must  leave  to  thv  judirment  and  cousidcratioo 
may  now  recommend  thee  to  shake  oil'  all  traditional  views  that  thou  hast  in 
froiu  external  evidence?,  and  turn  t!:y  ir.iiid  to  tl/?  liiHit  within,  as  thy  onV 
leaciior:  wiiit  pntii-ntly  f  »r  it::  iiijitruc'.iun.  and  it  v.ill  teach  ihec  more  than  ni 
lio.ijv!^  can  d«»:  and  lend  ili'X*  to  a  clearer  siuKt  a'nl  hv.iiso  o\'  what  thou  desir 
Know,  tlinn  1  ha\e  words  ckarlv  to  e-iivtv  it  ti»  ll.ee  in.  'J'hal  this  mav  be  thy 
rience,  is  mv  sincere  di>ire:  and  with  love  to  tlivficlf  uiid  family,  I  conclude. 

Tliy  aficctionatc  friend,     '  ELIAS  IllCKS 

Da.  N.  Siior.MAKEu. 


Pit;;n  lOrj.     EMhli  Ao.  22. 

A«  wo  are  now  rr.nhiilered  to  be  not  in  lull  imity  with  pome  of  the  mombors 
part  iciilnr  t-'h.et  infeliMLr,  l«»r  nn  nther  eausr,  as  we  conceive,  than  a  lirm  adhc 
to,  niid  li'-ariu!*- our  tr.-tinmny  li>r  that  which  we  most  sincerely  believe  to  L 
truth,  ami  con.- i.-t.ent  with  the  doctrines  of  our  society;  we  are  ihereforo  dispo 
tJiis  way  to  stat<;  our  vifnvs  on  some  points,  in  order  for  the  more  clear  undcista 
of  the  uicmbors  of  our  nier'tjn;f. 

We  ajjprehend  tfiat  we  do  jh  finrdy  believe  in  divine  ijuidnncc  as  any  of  our  fri 
and  wo  trii.st  Hint  it  liath  not  been  wiihr»ut  rcL'nrd  to  this,  that  we  have,  in  a  I 
and  alVectionate  manner  renion.-:t rated  with  some  of  our  Friends,  both  by  wor 
writinj*",  on  tlio.se  sul)jr»rfs  wJiieli  liuve  r)ccasioned  our  uneasiness;  sonjc  of  whic 
remain  as  a  standin:,' evidence  that  we  have  (rndeavoured  to  move  in  the  concen 
improssed  our  minds,  accordini^  to  c'^tspel  order,  and  that  seai-onably.-'- 

Now  after  liavinir  dono  this,  and  the  same  cans*^  ()^uneasine^■s  continuing,  we 
been  hrou;:ht  into  a  htrait  wli«n  nnswerinijthe  «iuerie.- in  tuir  heleet  mcetin;^ 
heiievin«r  tiiat  impartial  justice  will  not  admit  of  answenn;^  a  pomted  (jucoLion 


*  Alluding  to  koiue  viiuui  commuaicatious. 


■Ilotwbv  &  Bup'^rlnr  mc^'ib^,  (n  nnjr  other  way  tlisD  In  Iionnty  and  imUi,  urkat 

j  (Lir  mlo  ilii,  but  ui  siintilkily  In  inforiHRat  Flluuils.tiiat  cctUiit  poUils 

IikJi  lava  linen  iillnu  liuld  up  in  aat  meoliotci    ''  '      - 

(hi  doctrtuM  of  cbnatiiOoUy,  ae  lield  liy  irat 

unity  with  il;  thU  hPing  n  rtifinlinn  lilicrly,  wliicli  cvpry  ri)eiiiliMlnie(i 

!-■«,  we  cnDcdv«  tbol  ia  to  doing  wo  hnvo  only  (lonetiint  wlJcb  appvued 

nt  Willi  onr  duty, 
ir  Uut  Frioudj  utay  UiD  beUot  imderslBuil  Ilia  grouod  of  our  nneOEinew,  yn 
T  topulvantotninoof^tt  muM  pioDiuranlpuintBnliidi  iiavc  lone  bwa 

timiil^.     A«  fir«Uy, 

'    .  '    '.  lii^f  ID  lliu  icripturcs  aa  a  truo  iecoTd,<iiul  oiijy  ciutwttrd  Uwt 

.IT  prolctiscJ  1o  bo  boIiGrerriii  the  iluctrintii  of  cliiiEligiiity, 
iiioHof  tmch,  wo  may  ncknowkdge  tlmt  tlio  niar>ui»r  in  wJiicb 
..:...,..  ..:'•}  trcnlccl,  tiaa  given  na  mtidi  unciuimiui  living,  an  wo  cou- 
xuliu  kiiiaiiutlieirvuliitilviu  UiRviuwoftfaeiuux^rieuocd,  tniliicoura^ 
.JtiWiIintr  ol'  tliciiD,  end  lu  leutuitltieir  unefulniuiii,  uii{iei:iiii)y  tu  Utunaiiif;, 
ntBnilllint  tlik  hva  slrcoily  beou  Ilifi  Ksult,  ie,wa  tiimk.touubviouiiioba 

O  \ha  Beripliirc*  on  tbc  nuno  ^ntmd  us  any  olhor  hiatnty,  wa  coiwiitar  io- 

It  Witk  ntiT  tjrulbsaiuu  \  aiiil  to  tkiiicrt  thai  •■  tliay  nro  tu>thui{^  but  a  lartory  of 

«-whlL'U  <joourr«tl  ci^lilevn  liiinilroi)  yoarHn^<,a  ereat  purl  run  olVUivIl 

."  nppnnrs  t»  ux.  not  only  AciogOioe  fitmi  tb«  diviiti:  ttlltill^rily  of  llio 

%but  bIm)  Irravu*  a  ruir  iuf'UK'nce  tbat  a  &Tga  inrtioii  uf  tJivm  may  be  IoIm, 

'Gr  Ibiiiir  i<  reprUHuiiled  m  duuigua  more  linrni  titni  (,>ooiJ,  ibc  plolit  mtbr- 

li  wo  Bliuuld  ba  belter  witlimit  it:  then  If  tluj  na'ijAWfK  i>MVc  brrcn  tho 

:o  of  hnrm,  yoiL,  fburibid  mora  faarm  tlmn  ^ noil  to  cbrlttcndnm, «« 

Krtoi),  would  it  not  bnve  be«a  a  ^reat  benulit  atiti  Ideoeiiig,  if  tliuy  bad 

irumiliilutoil  iiinny  iKtndnnii  ynan  n^/ 

JI  acknowlodgn  that  wc  cannot  unite  with  MntimnntcletiiUiig  tr>  such  eon- 
Ind  luitheFmorc,  to  niject  llic  ecripliiros  i>f'  truth  as  a  etttudin^  ii<»t  Tot  tlie 
^triwit  is  a  deviation  from  the  imilurm  ptactjco  and  judgnient  of  our  eocicly ; 
IftevtdoDti  according  to  our  alnudard  nothors,  tbat  ttwy  liavo  aJwaysappeawd 
~  nwledgctl  tliem  as  tho  ooly  lit  outivnrd  jU<t)ro  nod  t««t ;  nnd  Ibnl  wbat- 
mo  10  contraty  to  their  testimony,  may  tbcrcforc  justly  bo  rqcctcd  08  fiilac. 
It,  On  the  faQ  of  man,  and  his  redcinptbn  by  Christ, 
fiat  dlftbronl  tiuics lidd up,  as  tliougli our  li»t  paieutE.after  tiaii«i:ri»«ion, 
~y  brougiit  to  a  ecnae  of  tbeir  cnoi,  but  tiiroueb  rfipontance  quickly  ob- 
nvaaoMi  "nd  wero  again  rcnlorcd,  bo  llir  tliat  tnoir  trandgrciwinn  bad  no 
n  tliEiir  future  caadition,  appears  to  lie  inconiiatcnt.  It  has  been 
V  da  nut  ap]>oar  to  bavu  bu<-n  guilty  of  but  ona  failure ;  and  Iliat  it 
'q  saLiETuetian  for,  at  tbo  linw  of  ihcir  lirat  arraignuicint  liy  tbdlr 
r, manirosiln^  anrrow  and  rcpunluuuoi"  and  hcno  on  inlnronns 
J  mora  aliuwl  immedialcly  reiiwUtcd  into  favour  and  roooaciUsilou 

a  be  irreconcilablo  with  tlw  scriplurc  tcstimonj.and  tbo  unitbrm 
,y  I  tv  us  it  Dvid«ntly  appears  that  our  primuffciiitora  lott  Uwlr 
1  tlioy  yielded  to  iIlo  icmpUition  of  thu  soriKint,  in  viulnttuu  nf 
"Of  nvcry  tn-P  of  IhP  (;nrili:n  Uiou  inayat  fruely  L-r '    '    '  ""■ 


D  tbat  the  iiiiTnilo  Joliovnli,  lite  Uroaior  of  t)ia  nnivMvr,  •>  who 

),  be  iMnunnDded  and  it  alood  fiifil,"  cnuld  fail  m  fuliiliing  thin 

11^  man,  awine  (he  contuiuid  and  the  tntudty  wi-ro  poaititr. 

at  eaUiat  thereof  tliou  alioltauroly  die;"  duublipse  diu  as  ta  ihsl 

a  ^ley  tield,  and  IWn'ily  eDJ-^od  coniDtunJoB  Willi  their  niakor. 

a  dud  the  divine  ilecrro  fulfilled  ia  the  sdnt^ncc  nrononnoad  oi> 

ou  hflsl  ra|(-n  of  iho  tmc  whereof  I  commanded  tbes,  oaytiig, 

it eai  itf  it,  cnfECcI  11  the  ground  fur  iliy  rake;  in  sorrow  eball  lltae<W'_ 

adayanftbjtlilv;  tboios  also  and  tlusties  shnU  it  bruig  Ibrtit 


Kit    Uf^VM^ 


i.t)iisiiM<.Mit  Willi  Liiu  (ii)L,.iiiii_*  ui  iMii  MM/ii'i  \  .  iiuu  ;ii:ti.  m  iul*  ii]ii>Mit.:  i  u.uj,  viriiu«i 

oftlioso  in  funnor  ai:^os,  says,  '*llioy  <li«t  all  rnt  tho  sruno  ppiritunl  meat;  thi 
drink  tho  Fame  spiritual  drink;  for  they  drank  of  that  spiritual  rock  tli&fc 
llicni,  and  that  r^ck  was  Chri:?t." 

*■  TIic  first  man  Adam  was  made  a  livinir  Fonl ;  tho  Fcrond  Adam,  tlie  L 
l.oavcn  a  ipiickcnin^r  spirit.    As  in  Adam  all  di(\  no  in  Christ  shall  all  be  maid 

Tliri  lorpiroinof  i<  n'-arly  CMniir«'f«'d  willi  anolhor  F'lhjcct,  which  has  givct 
i.mn*  unt*a>in^\-s  than  t\u*.  uriTi-din'j;;  wIih'Ii  is 

Kt'lalin*;  t«»  tlwi  niin»'-n!«>iiK  l»:rtl!.  n;ifur(\  c'lid  r  Hirers  of  Christ. 

Tin)  nruuHT  in  wlii«"li  tlin  mir:'ciili>us  rnnr«pti(»n  and  hirth  of  tho  Saviour! 
irraifd,  appt.'ars  to  iis  n'»t  <jnly  t«>  doro^i'atf  lrt»m  h\:>  divinu  character,  but  it 
cululoil  to  ilc.-troy  tli'^  veraciiy  r«f  tli(^  uvaniL''*' lists,  as  woll  as  opeu  the  woy  1 
liiiosiiiiii,  duulit,  i)r  di.-hclirvo  any  other  partd  of  frcripturc,  when  they  do  DC 
with  our  <»wn  particular  vi«.!W?. 

It  <l«)L'.s  app<.'«rti>  ns,  tliatwhon  any  ono  propairatcs  a  Fcntiment,  **that 
more  smjjlure  evidence  in  favour  of  ,l»\sus  Christ  boinir  the  son  of  Joseph  thi 
wisi?,"  tho  fair  inference  drawn  tVom  it  is,  tiiat  in  his:  opinion,  thoso  teftimoni 
ovaiiMfc.  lists,  iMatthcw  and  Luke,  (however  plain  and  cluar)  arc  more  likely  t< 
than  trn«\ 

AmnuL'st  divers  otlicr  assort  ions  on  this  Fnhjpct,  arc  the  following:— '*TI« 
body  of  Jesus  Christ  was  horn  of  tho  Vir^rin  Mary,  and  therefore  could  be  nc 
to  the  visible  part  hut  tk*sh  and  hlood,  as  notliinrr  else  could  emanate  froni 
what  was  of  her.  We  see  that  this  Jleth  and  hlood  never  could  have  been  ii 
Fonse  tho  Son  of  God;  hut  a  creature,  created  hy  God;  by  his  power;  bccai 
and  niattnr  cannot  be  united  toirpther  and  make  abeintr;  nor  make  aaon 
Who  was  his  father?  Ho  was  bo;jotten  of  (ic»d.  We  cannot  suppose  thi 
tho  outward  body  of  llcsh  and  b].>()«l  that  was  begotten  of  God,  but  a  birt 
hpirilual  life  in  the  soul :  we  must  aj»ply  it  intornally  and  Fpirituolly,  for  notJ 
be  a  son  of  (Jod  but  that  v.hi<!h  is  si)irit ;  and  nothi'njT  but  the  soul  of  man  i 
pient  tlir  the  li^xlit  anrl  spirit  of  God;  therefore  nothini(  can  bo  a  son  of  God 

1*1**  ^1  ^*  ""11  M  %      '  '*11  1*'  ^    ^^9  %  V%  ■ 


Spirit  cannot  bciret  any 
not  beifct  llosh  and  blood:  no, my  friends,  it  is  impossible." 

The  evanijelist  Luke  is  explicit  on  this  subject:  he  pays  that  the  nngcl  off 
who  appeared  unto  Mary,  declared  to  her  the  divine  purpose  in  these  wordi 

IFolv  (iliost  .«hn]l  rnnio   iituin  tlioo.  nnd    flio  Twuvi»r  r»f*  llm  Tri»Tlin«t    almll  *w« 


nil  fl;i|ilvl[i|;  il  M 


!■  fpokcn  Oy  Uu  [iT()[iliot  Iwioti)"  rmlioy  (lin  |iiiMq| 
Its  caiH.'!  "  wliicli  word,  Imtnauud.wulli  liu,  bcinf  ipM 


rtlic  iirnpliDcict  in  tlin  cooling  or  Clinirt  being  nltoatnlter  n  wn^ 
a  bT  divine  powrr.  tiinll  wn  tbcn  prrMamer,  by  nur  nwti  tntional  capadH 
lodeptli  urthc  wivUumanil  jFiiwoTuf  (IninipQIienut!,  iarcl&tiim  to  Ilie' 
'm  uf  tiiu  diviiiUy  u>[|  Luuiuiiiy  uf  CLrtntt  lu  lii>  eluciuiu  innuiroUiri 

Jt iMnga ihftt  rciatD  toman, Ii^b  inlcllcctod]iQw<irB,iind  cn|indtf  tn 
WVil|[c  to  ortj  onrl  ncipiicpB,  cftnnot  bo  eompntbcnilrd  by  nay  jnffrior  1  ' 
^■1  creaduu,  to  nulttier  cuo  maa,  by  iik  mud  cxolluil  m.tiuuiil  ]i<ntcn^ 
•  anmmrcbtililo  wisiJomorUic  AIiiiigMv,  ttlniw  u.MjH --    '" 
Fu  tile  hearaiiB  arc  iiigli  above  tba  cBTiti 
btlgiw^  Mill  bucanw  wc  caonol  uompiilj' 
"~wcffo  rtjuct  UivmiOiiil  Myil  in  If/ntii.ii 

iiilKittTiw!?  Surrlytlirri   . 
ivlmfocnrdoiiliio  I'voiila  iluliui.^  i'j 
rr;  under  Uiu  ililluiiiii't;  ol'  [>)ii  i-iuii 


utli  i  null  l]l«t 

rami. 


til  dUdw  ttinl  wi>  caiudiicr  Jmin  (JIjcUI  tin 

\\','Jl'.      Ho  W»8  the  nil!'. 

hvUui;  lliuy  t!io  titniivlua:  !i 
Enitboui  liiio  tlioy  enn  do  uoi  l< 
nl  bvingnnc,  Ihftt  tltcy  I3UI  lifLi 

■Di^eftkuritviuriinclu  tho  Saviour  in  tliat  out wnril  in-uubAtnUun,  M 
'"■  N  the  divine  Woril  Mmheu  iif  iu  tbo  liuffliintni;  ut'  Joliii,  wlJcIi  in  U 

■—  -A.  ...r  i>..iim.'.l  r>  l.,,.I,  ...mc-.),  i,i--i.rijv,l  n„",ir„,  «■ 


_  EI,  beeii  ttuitl,  liinL'- In)  WMiiuly  oil  uulviDiitMiviijii 
Igvlwnd  iliseMOc,  nwl  (niro  ibom  «uvt>gtti  ofbndy  l9nij<!y 


t\^     a^*—   «•*•  m  0  \9  ^     v«^>     «tt^^       »•«     «a«^«^* 


.,.. 


both  in  propliccy  and  tljo  ruUilniciil  tlicrcof  in  Jesus  ChriBt,  as  they  relate 
divinity  und  ulllccb  as  a  saviour. 

The'  prophecy  ol*  K-aiah,  nihided  to  hy  Simeon,  nndor  the  influence  of  tk 
Ghofrt,  when  he  took  the  cliild  .h'sus  in  Ins  anus,  and  Applied  it  to  him,  is  aaf 
**It  is  a  liirht  tiling  that  thou  hiiouhlst  he  my  Hiviint,  to  rni&c  up  the  tribes  ol 
and  to  restore  the  j)rt\-t»rved  of  L^^rjiel :  \  will  al>»»  i»ivc  thoc  for  a  light  to  the  G 
that  thou  may.-t  \ni  my  »«^ilvatii.n  iinio  tlio  i.nil  oi'thr  (arlh.*' 

Words  cuiild  not  t^ft  lurih  more  ciearly  and  snlisliutorilv,  that  he  is  iiidocH 
vcrsal  naviour;  ll«r  ho  who  was  to  ho  (ioii'.s  salvation  to  the  end  of  the  cart! 
have  had  power  to  pave.  A;jain:  "  1  the  li«mi  have  callrd  thco  in  rijjhtcousiM 
will  hold  thine  hand,  and  will  koi-p  theo,  and  5jive  thee  for  a  covenant  of  the 
for  a  li^dit  of  the  Cionliles,  to  opon  the  blin<l  eyes,  (o  hrin«r  out  the  |>risoncrs  fi 
prison,  and  them  that  s-it  in  da^kne^s  out  of  the  pris-on  house." 

John,  hiri  forenunior,  was  sent  to  hear  witness  of  liim  who  was  the  true  ]i| 
liffhteth  cvervman  that  comoth  into  the  world:  nnd  as  it  is  evident  from  the  tci 
of  Christ  himself,  that  all  thinpfs  nuist  ho  fulfilled  which  were  written  in  the  p 
concernini;  idin;  and  this  not  hcinir  tultillfMl  in  the  outward  manifestation,  U 
it  must  he  in  his  srci»nd  appearance,  hy  his  s[«irilual  lijrht,  that  the  Ctcntilcs 
hjfhtrMied.  TIjo  •:lad  tidiriirs  announcfd  to  the  sln'plu'rds  at  his  hirth.  was  to 
pie,  (not  to  the  .l<*ws  <tniy :)  the  ahL"-!  1  said  imto  thom,  f«;ar  not,  lor  behold  I  br 
pood  tidinirs  of  trrcat  joy,  which  ^Jiall  ho  to  all  [HMnile;  for  unto  you  is  bom  t 
in  the  city  of  Daviil,  a  Saviour,  which  id  ('lui.-t  the  Lord.  Here  lie  is  calleii 
the  I*ord  wlii'U  a  now  born  hahe. 

Jesus  said  unto  the  woman  «»f  Samaria,  **  If  thou  knev/est  the  trift  of  God,  I 
it  is  that  saith  unto  the*,  L'ive  mo  to  drink,  fhoii  wcuidst  have  a.-ked  of  him, 
would  have  I'ivcn  thee  iivin«»-  water:  whosoi-viT  dru:koth  of  the  water  thai 
lyivo  him,  shall  never  thirst :  hut  the  water  that  I  hliall  irive  him  s-hali  he  in  bin 
of  water  spiiucjiutr  up  hito  everla>tiu;r  lif«'."  Como  luito  me,  (said  ho,)  all 
arc  weary,  and  heavy  laden,  and  I  will  fjive  you  rest :  my  sheep  hear  my  vo; 
they  follow  me;  and  I  sfixc  tmto  them  eternal  lite,  and  tiif-y  thall  nevcrpcri 
my  father  who  ifavo  them  to  me,  is  ifreatj^r  than  nil ;  and  none  hhail  bo  ablet 
them  out  of  my  father's  hand:  1  and  my  fatiuT  are  one. 

Now  let  ns  rjuory:  eouhl  not  he  who  was  to  be  (Imi's  salvation  to  the  cm 
earth:  who  pn»nu>ed  t«»  *•  f/ive  rest  to  the  woary:  «tiruai  !i!t»  t«.«  the  hheepof  1 
and  hviuLT  water  spriiiL'innr  up  into  everlufcliji^''  lile,'"  have  any  power  to  tavc  t 
nor  havo  anv  hand  in  itr 


nmil  tban  mnnkind  ffcoenilly  mt  «uch  it  *eiillin(>nt  app  cu* 

divine  claraclor  ol  our  Lord.    Kis  inuin-diiiiB  fcKtunnor 

.    liacu  a  ifTiiuUir  ptopiict  bora  or  R  nunuui.)  cUariy  poialv 

•■  ba  tliat  aifuelli  ailut  loc  in  prcfcrrcil  iKfTnio  mo.  for  (in  «u 

luf  thnn  I,  tliQ  latchut  oF  wlio»c  nhum  I  lun  nt>t  woilby  tn  mv- 

CroBi  limvim  ia  above  all-    1  induvil  bajiiiKo  you  wiili  vnxtt 

It  he  sbftU  bapUxu  jroii  witli  Mm  Holy  Gbost  noJ  flre." 

.ru  Mfviuitaj  Uiey  lind  iho  »pirit  by  menjiore,  bul  lie  witlioot  twa- 

tb«  rnr!i(<r  tbot  in  biniBlioulil  all  J'ulncsi  dwnlti  tlic  fulncu  of  Uin 

M«ii?i9  wnafbiilifulin  atlliii  bouaoaa  a«crviui{;  but.Clitl«l,a« 

;  wboM  house  arc  w«,  if  wo  liold  fiBt  lUo  coiiliilcnce,  ud 

!  nil  unlu  tha  end. 

' '  llrM  brgottcn  into  (he  world,  be  mitb,  let  nil  t>iR  ant^Is 

■  .i  Tiinrcovor,  "Qnd,  wlioBtwuKlry  limci,imd  indiTCTBnmn- 
I  IIW--  i'lij  I  iiiita  llio  rmhcro  by  llio  prophorfi,  liutli  in  lUero  InA  ilnya 

.  jvby  iiui  Puu,  wlioinlic  Liilb  appointed  heir  of  nil  tilings;  and  by  wilWU 

Is  tlw  worlds." 

vhearnhnt.  hpsnith  of  liimEelf:  "1  nm  ilie  brcail  of  Ufiaj  lio  ibal ceuelli 
i-r  Ijiiii.r'r:  arid  li<!  that  bclievell]  on  luo  sball  never  tlilriti  IudUio 
ii    lift;  no  iiiaiL  cniniL'ih  nnto  the  Patlior  but  by  ma :  1  am 
I   ■,  ho  tliatboliovcttiintne,thcD|rhbo  woredcad,  yotaball 
■,inA  bcliovRthin  m«,  shhll  navor  dio;  I  ftni  Iho living brMuI 
'     -     .  .'  iviin;  il'uity  luBD  eat  of  thtfilm!ad,hc  eholl  livefnrovcr." 
imirilil'.'  pruyprnAer  iLelatiliiitiporwiUi  Uin diacipIcKiLo mitb,  "I^Juw, 
iN  tLnii  mo  with  lltino  own  bcII.  witli  Iho  glory  wliidi  1  liad  with  theo 

irnriiilure  testimonies  mi;;ht  bcnil^iired,  ifncciifuU  but  willi  there  ex- 

at  the  Son  uT  Ood.  we  cannot  for  a  moment  unite  with  the  eciitlnienl, 

t  Above  Di,  bccniifo  wo  fonr  it  would  bo  iliBlionourinff  or  di^nying  tlie 

._je  that  diibiutmirr^th  the  Son, diElionmirclh  the  Fnlhorwlinimol  him:  "and 

11  ilaDjrDlU  tbu  Sou  btifore  wen,  be  aleu  will  tha  tion  deny  betoio  hie  Father 

"naven." 

a  boon  »id.  that  "  the  ofioriog  of  tbe  boJy]  of  Jcsua  Christ  on  the  crow, 

aUneramt  far  anv  nnii  but  the  legal  nha  of  the  Jcwa;  and  that  liia  death 

■  In  na  lluui  tba  imath  of  any  oikcr  martyr." 

It  nj  where  finJ  it  »o  recorded  lu  the  holy  ecriplures: — Paul  eaya,  "By 
-^g  hp  Imth  for  over  jiorfcctcd  them  that  ore  eaiiclilied  i"  and  Peter,  in 
eaaith,  ■•  Who  in  hi*  own  self  bang  onriiiiia,  in  bis  own  body  on  |]ie 
Of  dead  unto  sin,  mieht  live  unto  rightcoueinetf-"  AgtMably  U> 
I'liiplit.'cy  of  laaiab;  "Suroly  he  bath  borne  our  griefs,  and  caitiod 
"  ujoDl  of  our  peace  WM  upon  Iiin),  and  with  Iiie  etripes  wa 
'iiub  laid  on  him  the  inii|uity  of  ua  all — he  bare  the  sin  of 
i-ii  forlho  tranBEteseore." 

■■  sii3  tnenlion  of  >{jal  sine,  but  the  inifiuity  of  u«  all.    Our 

liii'i  [|l^■  ["-[iTii.'OiioD,  Boid  unto  bu  dixciples,  "(>foDlB,aud  slow  of  heart, 

il  that  tlio  iiriipbetii  hevR  Spoken :  tItCEC  are  the  words  which  1  Hpnhc  niiln 

^  .  arna  jet  with  jou,  that  all  Ihingi  must  lie  fuUillod  whkli  arc  written  in 

fMatVian')  In  the  uTOubola,  and  iu  Uie  I'lialfflB  concoimng  me.    Thua  tt  ia 

liiix  11  i>i-'li>->iivnii  Chrifit  (osnCTcr,  and  tori£o  from  the  dead f  and  that 

.  "I'liQaabouidbopieacliedinhiiimmcuinonithitBllimlliiita." 

.  MFiay  otliisr  clear  ttatinjonioe  of  ncrJjKure,  wo  cannot  ilctiht 

ifiualproL-iousliluuflboSuncif  God,  wunne  part  of  the 

1 1  Kiecu  him  to  do ;  which  was  aci:oai[diabud  whim  fao  ox- 

I  <  ti&ishod ;"  and  gnvn  op  tlie  gboal.     Ilitbco  the  apcuiJ* 

."r»,"lleisthe  pTupilialiuufurour  eina;  ontlnot  Aroun 

i'lba  whole  world." 

■  .iiy  ol' entering furlhfr  into  tho  doclrinonf  ihooloneiiiiHit, 
i^irinoe  of  the  New  ToilBmont !  nciliier  ilo  wc  praaiiioe  id 


a  Utoo; 


MlHllta  Mplore, 


and  efficacy  of  the  auflbriogB  and  deaili  of  Chrlsl  i  "  Why 
ire,  or  reconcile  to  mir  undontaniiingv,  iJt«  wgrki  ut  plan  u* 


Tbftl  Uiemtre  uo  ufilcrica 


ik  tliL- 


lllJ'llOtP, 


ill  J.  .  r,(j  it  is  ifivm  bi  tnow  ibit  m;* 

i!*':i  i.i  ID  paralilc*."    Amunpt  UiObo Wdra  tl 

'  !i;:irni'il  ratibit'tt,  wlio  >)iil  not  Cuniimhend  -'--■" 

1  i  nil  U>ld  tlicni  UwBppi'nninc*  wMtrwIowm      . 
.  L- of  Ctinft  cnicilied,  whb  "  to  ttiB  JcvTfl  n  (ttnabG^  I 

v<.'  j.iiii'i.^iLi'^ii.ir  we  ajiprolicD;]  it  rightly,  dMiroys  tU)  u 
CMv  04''fiuUi,  wiiliuut  wliicli  it  u  iii>poE«iliIo  lo  pleaw  liod. 

ThjtBPOslln  «ay8,''llie junt elial!  Hveby  Ikil.h."  Anrlinoiwiver,  "i . 

■nd  not  ay  tight."  But  accordinf;  ta  Ihu  nxiom.  wc  muHl  walk  b]r  Sight,  I 
ftiltt.  But  in  tlie  excrciM)  ot'  Uvtiig  futli,"  we  liopc  Tor  tliat  wa  eo»  Bf''  " 
witti  pUlouce  wall  foi  il," 

How  csQ  tliQ  nlional  nnilcrsta  ruling  or  man  compT^liMiil  tho  incflhlife  Jc 
liSrii  Kpirits  in  hcavmi.'  Tiii*  con  nnl;  be  conccivcJ  tlirouj;)!  tiin  efKenef  Bf 
wliioh  "is  ttiu  auliBtaiiee  of  tliingHliopb4  tbr,tuidltieuviili;neeorihlD£^lH" 

IttlicRxiociiba  tnkm  Id  ltd  full  sxlont.lbnt  wearo  [lot  lo  Mit-va  ni 
nr>t  cr'iii{>r<-.lionii,  llic  fallacy  of  it  in  c3euly  sAca;  ImcflUPO  it  i"  ovidsnt 
ilobiliuvt' iiiiiiij  ihingH  that  wo  cuuiot  M>in]nvlii.'nil;  orcn  in  uur  oVn 
CBtjiiut  coiiijireliMid  tlia  clopth  of  tlint  wiMioui  ami  poivur  that  brnied  Un  ll 
■tructureol  HUnd  and  mslinr  in  intcUipeni  lupine*;  liie  ejnmcfry  undjiattf 
of  ttie  wf mIo, oHLClly  Buil«d  to  hin  romc  in  tUo  creation,  arn3  I'unu-i— .t— itk 
liiHil  tlia  jraciniM  ilsai^na  uf  liia  Croutor. 

la  tbB  vlfilbla  cmsuoo  w«  eoo  mnny  tiling  boyond  our  cotnpreboiwlAC^ 
moon  anii  Mara  punne  tlioir  appoinlod  courses;  but  we  ctuinot  caui|)n-h«u1  U 
IhM  fbrmcd  tbtun,  nor  the  wiidocn  that  wmnf  ed,  and  eiill  cuetainoth  tlivi 
woniletful  oriler  «od  tiarmuny  in  wliiclt  tliey  iinvaryiii);lv  mavQ.  '^ 

la  tbe  VDifOlBblo  wnrld  vrc  eve  the  treea  btDtwoin,  and  briiij^  forth  t  rult :  tliff  |4 
uid  borba  opring  op  and  grow;  but  wo  know  not  bow—thum  ie  on  In\Uitil«  «tea£ 
power  oiwrating  in  Uism  UiingN,  for  boyond  Ilio  cupocily  of  man  to  nndvMMaA 


doecribo. 

indrcd,  tho  oxi«toiuo  of  an  Almighty  great  first  cauw  of  h11  lluagt. 
Mt  uf  all  uiyxtCiieKt  n  cnnra  withnat  it  Dati«oi  no  iulifiiti' i[ii<  ]lii.''-'ii<  <' 
aS  i'lBrnit,v — but  tio  liiiiio  being  con  oomiircb  end  Ilin  Pulm'         ■■ 
■nd  [wrfcfiiicni — renBun  Iniooiufia  jinislmlo  an  in  Die  i!i..' 
ve  cnnuot  nrifiie — wo  cKimot  rmnrrrnlinndi  i  liiil  we  inu.  i 
Ba(Ps.) 

N„...,.t1„.l.,...  ;.-...„.:,-I..l..  ..,...- ...... ..T.r,„„j,jj„^  y„j„^,  .,^^„ 

W'i"'  u.n  flint i-tHihuiiim--! 

bul.i'i'  ,  ,1  eom-»|"mil  tlim  ^^  ■ 

Jill'  ■  L  ununj*  active, and  ;ixl  . 


« ti«  ml 


w- 


ij.|.i' 


iiiniLi  ivbn  l)ftt<'  nd«[ilri1  il 
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I  aware  of  the  extent  to  which  it  may  lead  them ;  for  thof^e  wo  feel  a  tender  iii- 
nst. 

The  delusive  tendency  howovor  ortho>'0  inaxim.^  wo  roiicoivo  uiMst.  !»•?.  roouily  soon, 
Iwii  it  is  recoiiectcd  that  inn ny  c»fi!i(.'  mo.-"!  r<;:'.  .'.-(i  pv'-.i'icr.-  h'lV)  !•».••(•»•:•?•!  tin'iloc- 
pied  of  the  gospel,  because  tiicir  ratiohul  uiuluritLauiiai^  CvjuU  iiut  cuui^/rvhvnd  ItB 
iilmic  truths. 

-Tiiey  cannot  comprehend  how  nn  ali-wiso  intcllii^onm  can  communicate  his  will 
tDan  throuirh  the  mc(ii'.ini  ni'divin*.;  iu.-|»irati'.-n;  tln.'rL'l«»ro  ihcy  rfjcct  it  as-  iiluniry. 
9*facy  caunot  cuniprciii'iid  tiio  iiiy-i'.-n(ju.a  union  ul' liio  divinity  and  humanity  of 
foist  9  thcrolbrc  tiioy  n-jocL  it  as  laljiii-n.-'. 

•%bcy  cannot  comprehend  tiso  rouMsii  wiiy  i:i;iiiifo  p-O'vlnL'.-s  ?n.\v  meet,  that  Ins  he- 
red  Son  shouhi  hiydownlii^  :i:l',  ni  I  tu!i«)  it  rsji::i:  tiii.'riM">r(;  tlioy  rrj^'ct  it  aa 
mrd  and  cruel — tiiu.s  Moiiyiuir  t'-«-  i«'..-.-t!:n"i!y  r.rti;..  jn..;i  j/.-.i-x-l:*,  v.l;oc.\;uocfcly6aith, 
ttlis  coinmandnient  havo  I  ro(viv«;-.;  ••rmy  I'aliior.'' 

■;8haU  we  also,  ii' our  rational  caii:u;ify  cni:n.)t  coi,jj>rolic:id  Forjic  portiurn  of  the 
ipireU  writingfRj,  liicrotbrc  rt'j«;ot  ti...!ii  n.5  i:a\v.. rti:y  (»iir  r'.';iiird?  iNay.  huivlyl  Lot 
l-Kathcr  keep  in  view  our  limited  r.::'i(ity,  and  lli':p.'i'.«ri;  be  ;.MC!riI'»d  nira'.n.-l  untcr- 
linto  rcasonin^rs  jm<l  tJpocul.itivo  in-piirio.'!,  wlacli  load  u^  b..'yon<l,  or  aliovo  that 
Bbb  is  jriven  us  to  know;  verily  hi-hevinff  Uiat  tlio  natur.-^I  man  rov*eiv«.'th  not  llic 
mga  of  the  spirit  ot'Ciod,  Ihoy  are  liMilisi.rji:.-:.-;  nnlo  i.ini,  urliher  run  Lo  kunw  thcni, 
aDse  they  are  s-piritunlly  (!l:-c^'r!i(<i,  "  tI:rrM:.ro,  u  ii!.(:;l  rispirin-;  to  he  w  ;^•l^  ahovc 
llAt  ia  written  conccrninij  Je.-'.is  ('iiri-t,  and  {'am  \ari«i::7  oiilccs  ;^^crilI^•^l  lo  him:  it 
ifficeth  us  to  lioliovo  tliat  in.'ni'e  wi.-:i:.M:i  si'.v  \n?r'.,  t;.:it  in  the  prij«arod  body  in 
Inch  lie  took  on  him  onr  nai.uro;  lio  w;:.s  t.li'T«^".M  mn.le  crii-.i-le  (»t*  j«  riinir  our  inlir- 
itiefly"  '*  that  he  ml^iiiit  bo  a  nnuvil-d  an  1  !'•'.! Iifui  W.-jji  pri'.>*,  in  thiisus  p:'rlainin»r  to 
(ri*  to  make  rocom-iii'iliun  I'.ir  tlio  r=in:«  oi'llji'  r..'o;.l«»;  lor  in  Ji:nt,  he  him.-ell'haihb'ul- 
ledy  being  tempt c«l,  ho  is  able  to  .«uccour  them  Vuv.l  are  tempted.  Seein«Lr  then  that 
e.iiavc  a  gr«;at  liiirii  prio.-t  that  is  pasc'cd  into  the  heavens,  Jesus  the  ton  oi"Uod,let 
I  bold  fast  our  ])ri>tbfr'-i>-in." 

To  couclu«ie  our  views  of  Iho  diruiH'^d  character  of  our  I^ord  and  Saviour,  arc 
leby  that  to  place  him  on  a  level  witii  all  li.e  ki-n.-;  f.fAilam,  hns  ever  a:)j'eared  lo  us 
►  derogate  from  his  divine  charact.«-'r  and  o:!icoH,  which  arc  abmidantly  ai;cribc<l  to 
m  ia  Sic  Holy  Scriptures  ns  a  Saviour  nnd  Ile(ic«'i;ior,  Ir.tir(.<'.-.'-or,  Advocate  with 
IB  Father,  yVtonernent,  .Mediator  of  I  ho  Mew  Covenant,  l*roj)i!iation  for  our  hint», 
■mb  of  God,  who  takolu  away  tiic  am  «.f  tiio  woibl,  ivin^jf  of  l:iii';i«,  and  Lord  of 
Vdi^  unto  whom,  with  the  Falhor,  is  as-cribed  "  blcbcinir  and  lionour,  and  •.dory,  and 
iwer,  for  ever  and  ever,'' 

Havintr  thus  far  staled  our  objections  to  the  mo«t  prominent  points  of  doctrine 
luch  have  occac^iunod  our  unerj/iness,  liud  a!.ro  i-ivrn  our  \".ev.v  as  j'ar  as  tlie  ]rerent 
Msasion  appeared  to  rotjuire,  we  i-ubii/it.  the  ci:it.!e  to  tlio  canJul  in:.-!:cciion  of  our 
lends*  And  H-eiuir  that  uni-'u  in  f-.i:).',  an.l  <'.iH-lrin«\  is  liie  bc-.-is  (.-f  ri.;..ri<»iis  .so- 
ety,  WC  griMitly  ili.'.?iro  to  be  pp-.-.rveil  <»nt!iat  ft.'mid.i*i«»n  i;i  v.  i:!cii  true  ehri^tiaii 
lloWtihip  is  euj«)yo»!.  If,  ji.i\ve\er,  v.o  is.ive  in  any  re.  j.-i.t!  <lt;\i.JiiI  ih-m  if,  we  ro- 
Hfitltour  friends  tn  point  eiu  to  us  vwu-nMU  tin-y  ai»,»nl-ej.il  v.c  hiviMuhiT  ilevialed 
HID  the  order  of  our  M-eiciy;  (»r  in  what  respect  th«  y  iniii-c-iv  <  i.r  i«  !.!iment.s  arc 
It  ia  accordance  with  the  doctrine.>  e\t!r  held  and  mainiain.d  bv  tli«'  ;M.cii:  y. 

A.NM":  WIMdS, 
THOMAS  W  ll.MS, 
riliOlJE  WlLiiLS. 
ThinUmonlh,  loio. 


Page  107.     Sic  Q'^oWcs  6^r,  r*J\rrol  lo  l>ij  Thomns  JT'illls. 

Jr.niciio,  KLr.vi'Mii-MoNTTi  lOnr.  I.'.Jl>. 

^r  Friend, 

Thy  aircclionate  letter  I  have  duly  rcci^ivcd,  and  it.-  conlenl.  were  •••ratclu!  f»»  my 
Mt  feelings,  nstjiey  appear  to  be  the  retult  •  »f  sincere  fricn«lJiii».  Dui  I  may  acKnow- 


I 

I 
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I,..".^  It  vi=  r?'!:vr  .'^rv'i:l*"j:  lo  nymji-l.to  think  liow  U  couiill'C possHi!'?, th: 
1  ,    ••-..■..■     .1":.    .':•;•    !  ;  y-i.i.iW  I  »  ;.r••^■•^•:•  t  ^  i.iv  :-'W'n  •.:.o:?':^':w  as  ai 

I:     :  .-.     . .  .-         •■  :;  •  .;  :..\  .:. .:  •.:  ./••  :-r  ::;  ■:■■.•  ::.;:.  t-Av'.r.y  y.-STs,  \\ou.«i  Jiriv' 
•s  !..-*•    — .  !.«.:•■  .1  :  .  :i:-y  o!'  '!:  ■>■■  irrr:  .•:::!  ?.:.  ^  r\.!>j  r':--rt:r  t-jwhioL 
,:••:•   ::  I;.::."  ••■^..•:  J..  I'l- •  1-.  !••:::.••...:.>  •::.^^  •r:..v..t'i.iv:j...::ce5V0tlric 
;  :.:^  : .  .ty  •  :    :  !.  ^1  r-  /:  :rV-i  ::. :  » i:i  •!:  «  1  r.-.f  rv:;ly  !.:•  ti*-.:.!  sovcrally. 
1  /.  n  •.  ;• .. — j>  ^t,  *'.  ■•:  \-:'.-'..  :■•  J-/  '.;:.  i'  :.-:■>  -..  ".'y  r.i.y  lijinLT  tii-.u  may  ha- 

T--:''    ;..    r  •.:..•-••  .v.: -^t  :!.•  .■:•:.'■  s  tiio  !...r.iv:     s  c  •:.«•:•••  :i  cl'ti.eilerhiy. 

J-.t  •.   *'..■•.•••.:.:•   .-\  •  -  ••:  :j';l.-.   ■•  Jii -t  .!• -•  ;  .;  w-.- ;..- r'.tii-. r  ' 

,y..     .  >•. — I  ..••  ..;•  :•...■.-  i'.-..  •..• '. .'.:.  ■  :  <-•.:*•  i.  tr  :.i  :..y  y  •  /ii  iv*.  tiuit  I  had 

ij  ^  ■;  •  :'.    *  .•• :..-:  .  •!.    ..-  r  :.'•••;•*.•. 'i  i  •'•".t-  :!•..-*.  y  i-.-iy-  rJ-  .-us  (.'nri.'ji.as'  it  w 

:..  ■.-.  :'  .-  •■.•• .     •.••.•••  ".•.•   'i'  •.  •  :'.     A;. '  I  !....v  i.  /.vu •.-•..'••_•  •1;'.'0  li-.'H  1  never  li 

I*  «      •  •  • 

•  ,■  .  ,1   .-'■  • .  ..  1 '  ...s  .  ••    .'  r. 

'    tt-  ,.    I)    ,' I  '.••'••.■  '•-I'.  I  '    !iv  :;'••»•  '*:':•"■    iiWiU  Tiiriv  hsL 

\  •  •  • 

./.•  •  •>•.-•-  \-  r  •.  •••>  V..'  ,  .'. .-./y  i:!'  J..-  >  <':.:!-•,  [  .•.;  :.  !:.•!:. i  no  r.riiiislci 
S  •  .  .  '  ;"l*:.'  :.•.-  ;.•.-•:  .  i"  «•!"••.:  iii  iii-  j  i::...-:  (.••:  .;.r.!.:«  .ti.ii.-,  ;».-.-»,rl«  d  li.o  i 
•  ■:'.'•••  .-  <'.  r..*.  :■  •  S  :.••:'  (1  ••:.  :..'::i  1  i..':\«\  i  —•..-:•;_'  i  jy  ir.-.-.h:  r.-.  liiitt  Im'  wi 
• .%  :  ••'..'•  I  Mil  i  .'•.  *'..  '  1...  Mi  r.'t'-.ro.  iLihiL «'. .:::'..!..  ?.•  .,.'.::..:v  cf  i.i-?  livavmiv  J 
IJ.r.  I  !i-V"f  :.'  .•  •.••  !:!•■»  .'••-:-:  ('..ri-t,  tjii*  S  .:»  <.r'  iJ.-i'.  was  tl:*.*  /'ifhtn/  h 
h.il  iJi'il  i.o  V.  I-.-:  !r:..v  T:,';  S -n  ••!'  (.i"!.  rMPiuod  v.irii  n-'Wi  r  iV"i.i  I'li  ii;i:ii,  bv  \\\ 

J'.'iiiT  Ij'-'i'iri-,  !.v  .I'.rt ::::;:  )i  ti.''»  :>r"M'.i;?,  \v:;«'ii  ail  <-!:tv.ar;;  !:i«-liiiii'ii  bhuiilii  ce 
til':  I'lw  or*  (i  ..:i  '.\\<  1.  i'A'  to  If  v.ri'tun  on  tiie  mwrinl  itiMo  <i"  tho  iioarl,  and 
la'..i«  s  «_•!*  rt.  ::•.'.  or  v.l*:i  d'.:),  i::!c,  aTii  TiiTior:  ritior  v.'::ch  j;o  rriaii  was  la  tav 
11' i:,'ij!i»'2r  or  i.-r'-t.-or,  kii'»w  ihc  Lonl.  lijr  j.U  sh-ill  hii'-'W  iiiO  frDrn  lac  loast 
p-ri'uri'-!.  'J'i.i-f  i-*  liiO  cov'-r.ar.ttirit  1  acknov.icd^o,  and  1  ac!::-'jv.lodgo  no  oth- 
liii.-'  I  c  >:i.-:-.;*.r  li.o  oii-y  re 'J  L'i;:::tcl  covenant. 

o'.'.  (J  'f.r  : — D-si  ili-Ai  v.i.-li  tj  bo  un!.'.'.r.-*'V^d  as  doisvincr  Ihc  authcnticitv 
f^-T:->t= ;:•.;•:  t.:*t.ni?!i,  r-r  n.--  v.i.-!ii!i_r  t«>  r,)i'I"rvii:-:e  Ihcni;  <  r  v.o'-.M  t'lrjii  cncoiir 

1.1*     •  •  1  '■■"  ;■■> '^i!    ;•'.•!  »         ."i  'il  Til  r"  ••    1  I  i''t  '  I  ■    •    !i  »     •'••••  f  ■^    .1  •    ;•'■•''«  r  i' .V' if  •  J     ' l':»! 
'J      .      •.       '*        *  '.   •!.     «,     ..'•     '...     .■<      ijs      !".   X't..    ikl     l.'«     l.a\.«>.«IJlC      kw>>._         <    •'••«      Ll«i*<.l     Vail   •4l%>     l.avl>><ii 

1.1  *     ••'•!•   \.   ;    •  •   !,♦  •    1  ^-'i  '••..♦  i   ,»i  ^ 

,/.,■  ' » J*. \«:  rs"  •'■•■•.•*•'  l':«"'  So''"'.*  vrr  J  fi}*  t**''***    I  '  iv-'«  I  •  '-'v  r-.t'^^»';"''"'!i  t'lOT 

I  :y  V';:;*!  i;;»,  i.-vo  I!l^^.^y.>  ^riv.ii  l!.- :;i  f !;«»  :  n.:- r' i;--- t  j  :.i.y  «..li.vr  b."  •..•;.  an? 
iC-iii  I'l-  ::i  j;..''i':'i'.i.!!y  hi-ro  liiJ.n  r.jiy  o'.i.cr  :»:-.•;•:,  :■:  •:  [  \v  i.'-l  rco*-:  '.:r»ci:-;  a'i 
.-•••ri.<".  -  :•:.■:  «::  ;_".•:)•.  ;iOr!:--.l  <  f  l'. •■;.:.  A'. I  1  ru'*  :'ii.';i-i  I  i.'-.v.?  i«i'«.;V'-«l  n? 
ci.;.,'"  :*.  .-.11  !  i:i.-mm  •.:  -ri  iV.-i-i  tii--:  i  :!.-  ;:ny  «•:!.•  -  i. :.!::.  J:.  *•••  •;  '.':.>  y  1;^\«''  l:l^t 
'i:.-'  ].■•!..••  ti)  :.  «•  >  ir-:  !j;i:  \:-r,'.-j*r.:\''i  :''ii!i-::iti.:i.  t;  »/  i:.-:.*.  \%  .•  !.:•:.  •  r  ^  -^it  I'riru 
only  ;/.:/.:w  1  r,'::i.;'i\  i-j,  ti.ri!.  l..n..H  and  vni'liji:  mt  ^  iiil  trnt'..  :;\  •'.  :',.>  n  ''y  coi; 
M'!.".  -  .:•.'.  ;i*  •,' n  ;  v.  i.i'ii  j:  tjiiii^*-  (.  ;.>-«j  «:\rr  ii":s.  '-r  »  \«  r  <.'r:n  •'<'.  il-.t  v/f-v  ii»c« 
t  •■: ••  I:  i._'.-,  :.r  III.  i..t  11  ];::«*\v.  li.::l  h'uc  Ii'.nrd  n;'\  t!i;:t  1  «. oii:-ri  ;  i::y  dv-'trino 
«:::.:•  *v  •:■:!  I  1..'  ir  liM:i.!onv.  Ansl  1  iiavo  alwrvs  r:i.'!';':v.  i5:r.lri:..  •  ivlv  to  i»ia»;« 

•  •  w  « 

I'l  l.i'.lr  liM''  ]•".'.'.•'  ::nd  -Mii-  n.  l>:.\  1  i:cv«.r  d.-.ro  c:\r.l'  ::.';-.i  :»:■  ••\f.'  v.iifit  tii«'y 

t^«:rii**.'..r'  .>  c.n  'ii'v  iiir»;i:'  to  ii;o  I'^iiir  .'sin  !V«'i!i  v.  u'  n.-o  r!i«-\  '-rivin:!'*  'J — iin*  i^i 
trnlli:  ;.s  .-:  :!  i 'IjO  uih. .••!(.'.•• 'J'i.o  tiiiri;..- (if  (.i-..'i ';:;.. wt  :ii  i  ••  i,  in,  i»i:!  ti:»'  .».] 
(i«'d;''  til-  rt-  :•  .v.:  i.-n  iij«;  S<:ri.l:  n'«j.-.  imvo  dir«''-!'!:an-l  ]>k-  nt«  d  i:-  i«>  ;iii.-  i-.^'iit 
jn,'.»r  .-  'i::l  "i'  i.i'i'.'i.  !";«:ro  li."V  nni-t  st''j»i — \\  is  !■.(  .r  ni'ii.i- t':i,i — !•:,•  ini.-t 


433 

y. — Dost  IhoTi  liplieve  therft  ia  no  accountability  boyond  llip  grave, or  that 
state  ot'rcwardH  ainl  jHinishinents  at\or  dcatli? 

— This  chartre  wliicli  I  liear  has  been  made  atruinst  me,  is  altorrether  such 
d  and  palpable  talselioud,  that  1  can  hardly  believe  that  any  man  could  be 
id  wicked  enough  to  fabricate  such  a  story,  nor  that  any  man  that  knew 
about  me,  could  £rive  the  least  possible  credit  tliereto ;  asl  have  spent  a 
on  of  my  time  in  travel  and  exercise,  having  travelled  thousands  and  tens 
]s  of  miles,  leaving  behind  me  every  lender  and  sweet  enjoyment  that  this 
)rd,  for  no  other  cause  than  to  promote  truth  and  righteousness  among  my 
I  fellow  creatures,  that  they  might  be  prepared  to  die,  and  enter  into  that 
3ritau(.'c,  prepare.l  iW  the  righteous,  where  the  wicked  cease  from  troubling, 
jary  are  at  von;  fully  behoving  that  every  man  will  reap  the  reward  oIl 
rood  and  faithful  servant,  or  receive  the  sentence,  depart  from  me  ye  work- 
lity,  1  kuow  you  not. 

'I/. — When  thou  speaks  of  our  coming  up  to  a  level  with  the  man  Christ 
thou  mean  level  in  our  sevorjil  capacities — 1  mean  that  the  one  talented 
rfectly  occupying  his  one  talent,  is  as  perfect  as  the  five  talented  servant 
ccupying  his? 

— To  this  I  need  sny  but  little,  as  thou  hast  given  a  correct  solution  of  it. 
od  is  no  respector  of  persons,  he,  therefore,  deals  out  to  all  his  rational 
ith  an  equal  hand,  as  is  beautifully  set  forth  by  Jexus  in  the  parable  of  tho 
:  had  the  one  talented  servant  faithfullv  employed  his  one  talent,  and  orain- 
,  he  would  have  stood  as  high  in  his  i^urd's  luvour,  as  the  live  talented  ser> 

ro,  as  his  beloved  Son  had  a  much  greater  work  on  earth  than  any  otlier 
had  a  much  greater  fuhiess  of  the  spirit  than  any  other  man;  **  For  he 
I  liath  vcout,  spcaketh  the  words  of  (iod :  for  God  giveth  not  the  spirit  by 
ito  him."  John  iii.  31.  1  believe  with  Peter,  when  he  thus  expresj«ed  hini- 
s  of  Naznreth  a  man  approved  of  CJod  among  you  by  miracles,  and  won- 
ia-ii.-,  which  (iod  did  by  him,  in  the  midst  of  you,  as  ye  yourselves  also 
kcts  li.  22.  and  again. 

tod  anointed  Jesus  of  Nazareth  with  the  Holy  Ghost  and  with  power;  who 
t  doins  good,  and  healing  all  who  were  oppressed  with  the  devil :  For  God 
lim.'  7\cls  X.  3f).  This"  Holy  Gliost  and  power,"  I  believe  is  the  only  Sa- 
can  cl«;anse  the  soul  of  man  from  sin,  and  give  him  an  inheritance  among 
hich  are  sanctiticd.-' 

"y. — What  relntion  has  the  body  of  Jesus  to  the  Saviour  of  man  ?  Dost 
/e  tliat  the  crucifixion  of  the  outward  body  of  Jesus  Christ,  was  an  atone- 
ur  sins  ? 

— In  reply  to  the  first  part  of  this  query  I  answer.  I  believe,  in  unison  with 
t  Friends,  that  it  was  the  outward  garment,  in  which  he  performed  all  his 
rks,  or  as  Paul  hath  expressed  it,  **  know  ye  not  that  your  body  is  the  tem- 
rloly  Ghost  whicli  is  in  you ;"  therefore,  he  charged  them  not  to  defile  those 
What  is  attributed  to  that  body,  I  acknowledge  and  give  to  that  body,  in 
iccording  as  the  Scripture  attributeth  it,  which  is  through  and  htcamc  of 
\  dwelt  and  acted  in  it.  l^ut  that  which  sanctified  and  kept  the  body  pure, 
all  acceptable  in  him,  was  the  life,  holiness,  and  righteousness  of  the  spirit, 
ime  thing  that  kept  his  vessel  pure,  it  is  the  same  thing  that  cleanseth  us. 
to  the  second  part  of  this  query,  I  would  remark,  that"!  see  no  need  of  di- 
m  to  the  type  for  the  antitype,  neither  to  the  outward  temple,  nor  yet  to 
,  neither  to  Jesus  Christ  or  his  blood,  outwardly ;  knowing  that  neither  tho 
less  of  faith,  nor  the  word  of  it,  doth  so  direct.  '  The  new  and  second  cove- 
licaled  with  the  hh>od,  the  lift  of  (Christ  Jesus,  which  is  the  alone  atone- 
God,  by  which  all  his  people  are  washed,  sanctified,  cleansed  and  redeemed 

dd,  it  has  always  been  the  lot  of  the  Lord's  faithful  servants,  in  every  age 
rid,  to  be  cried  out  against,  and  it  makes  good  the  saying  of  the  apostle, 
will  live  godly  in  Christ  Jesus  shall  suffer  persecution.' 

lap.  xvii.  21,  Q2,  23.    I  John  chap.  iii.  I,  2,  .%  4,  'i,  6,  7.  chap.  iv.  17.    Eph.  chap. 
13.  Rom.  viii.  14,  15,  10,  17,  18. 
fL— 3  5 
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I  concliule  thou  liast  not  ffiv^n  ihysnif  the  trnnble  to  road  any  of  my  public 
iiiuiiications,  afi  taken  down  hy  M.  T.'C.  (itnihlthe  .-lenorrraphcf;  ns  m  th«.-m,  a 
jcclions  arc  answerod,  iu  rcc^ar*!  to  my  bchet'an<l  doctrine : — Head  ^  volonip  let 
iirBt  conHuunication,  and  a  letter  1  uroto  to  a  friend  ni  Chester  county,  Pennsj'h' 
under  date  Seventh -month  J^nd,  lJi27.  in  answer  to  four  queries  :>imilar  to  t 
jiuldisliod  i  believe  iu  llie  hitter  jiart  of  tlic  fourth  vohjmc  of  tljc  Fame  work. 
With  love  to  thy  dear  wife  and  chihlreu,  I  remain 

thy  sincere  friend, 

KLIAS  HICK 

Wo  have  been  lonnf  acquainted  with  Klia?  1 1  irk?,  and  most  of  ue  hare  bei 
habit?  offttuiiharintercourj-e  with  him:  and  wo  belicvo  tlirit  the  Fcutiuiontit  cents 
in  the  furc^oin^  letter  are  the  same  that  we  liuve  ulv.avs  understood  biai  to  % 

OB  * 

tain, 
Mw  York,  TvccljVi-monih,  ICJi:*. 

Samuel  Tit  up,  John  Merritt, 

Klcazor  Haviland,  John  Barrow, 

Tlionias  Kveritt,  JJenjauuu  Mitchell, 

Samuel  Hicks,  James  IJyrd, 

Jesse  Merritt,  Isaac  Wri»rht, 

Slepfien  Underlull,  David  Seaman, 

Sauuiel  Mott,  Thomas  Wright, 

Isaac  '1'.  Hopper,  Sanuiel  Pcarfc-alJ, 

John  Mott,  Robert  Moore. 


Prt^6  1 73.     EMhit  J^o.  31.     J^Iinittc  or  Testimony  nf  Dhnxnxmcnt  of  Eiiat  TIu 

At  the  J^!njiuy:fnr  Sitjrn'ini;s,  held  i/i  .Vf  <'•  }'»/.'  Ilu.  "Mh  of  Swadh-ui  ^nth,  \V,: 

The  Mmuiily  Moctincr<^f  Wosthury  and  .Inricho,  comiiiunicnfcd  to  \h\<^  riie»''tu!; 
itp  minute  c»f  the  JOth  ot' rilth-Uionth  I:i>t,irs  appr*  !:«.'ij.-;rwi,  that  in  C'.»nserjr 
of  the  ^rreat  extent  to  which  the  doctrines  and  opininns  i.f  Kljns  Hicks  liad  sp 
and  tho  roproarli  thereby  brnu^ht  upon  the  Society  of  Friends,  that  its  teslii 
issued  afrniiist  him  re<iuired  fnrthrr  ])ulilicity. 

The  proposition  was  deliberately  considered,  and  unitojl  with :  and  in  order  to  con 
nicatc  this  intormation  to  our  members,  the  r]»irk  of  this  inoctiijir  was  directe 
furnish  a  copy  of  the  said  testimoiiy  of  disowiuii^nt,  to  cai-li  of  ilic  Quart 
Monthly  and  Preparative  Meetings,  within  the  limits  of  this  Yearly  Meeting. 
Extracted  from  the  minutes  of  said  lueetinL'. 

SAMLKL  PARSOXS,  Clerk. 

The  Ttstimony  of  the  J^Ionthhj  ^Vfrtinc:  rf  Frimds  rf  fffsthirrij  and  Jcruho,  ng 

Elian  Hicks  and  his  Doctrine  s\ 

Fdias  Hicks  has  been  for  many  years  in  the  f-tation  of  a  minislor  in  our  rcli^ 
Fociety,  and  formerly  well  approved  amoni'st  iis;  in  whi<.h  thar.u'.cr  he  lias  travi 
extensively,  and  obtained  ffrent  inlUience  with  the  members  ul'  tin'  socit?ty:  but 
want  of  abidiujr  in  a  state  of  humble  watchfulness,  in  which,  by  the  power  of  di 
fjrace,  he  would  have  boon  j)rcserved  in  the  truth,  ho  hns  bocoine  e.vai'ed  in  his  n 
and  g^iviufr  way  to  a  disposition  of  reasoninnf,  has  indultrcil  in  speculative  opini 
assertiiicf  thnt  we  must  always  take  thintrs  rationally:  ami  thtit  we  are  not  boun 
believe  any  thing  we  do  not  understand.     Thus  dccliiiiu^'-  to  iu.'  restricted  within 

'^  A  work  LidLtl  **  Tiik  QriUKri,"  tonluiuiii;;  scnmuis  etc  puMishoil  ».y  M.  T.  C.  lie 
Pliil:ub;lphia,in  4  vols,  this  wurk  may  l>e  had  of  Uic  piililikhcr,  at  No.  0,  S'oriU  Cif^hlh  Ml 
or  oflsjiiic  T.  Hopper,  Xo.  i'io,  IVarl  sircct,  Xcw  York. 
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its  oftlic  chrisJian  faitli,  ho  has  roinscd  to  yiold  his  npsonl  to  religious  truths  which 
cannot  cou][irchcnrl :  nuti  hus  imbihod  niul  adopted  upiiiioiis  at  variance  with  some 
the  tundanientiil  doctriiirs  ot*  the  i-hristian  rehtriuu,  alwHys  believed  in,  and  main- 
Bed  by  the  Society  of  Krionds;  denied  the  existence  or  influence  of  an  evil  spirit 
the  mind  of  man,  (]istin«:t  from  his  natural  propensitic^s ;  and  has,  in  this  state,  en- 
tainod  doubts  of  many  of  tho  important  truths  declared  in  the  Holy  Scriptures; 
ecially  as  relates  to  the  fall  of  man,  and  his  redemption  by  Christ;  and,  in  coiisc- 
mce,  to  call  in  que^'tion  tho  divine  authority  of  a  great  portion  of  the  sacred  wri- 

,  and  even  the  authenticity  of  s?ome  parts  thcreoK 

e  has  extensively  proiu'il^r.-itotl  iii.s  vi«nvs  in  conversation,  in  writing,  and  in  hiis 
riic  communicatiiMis.endeavunring  to  destroy  a  belief  in  the  miracuhms  conception 
our  Lord  ami  Saviour  Jesus  Ciirist,  uudervahiinir  the  mirach^s  wrought  by  him; 
I  acfserting  that  he  was  but  a  man,  cVs  liable  to  fall  into  bin,  and  lone  his  condition, 
the  rest  uf  mankind ;  that  he  was  tin  a  level,  and  in  a  state  of  equality  with  them ; 
Israelite  endued  witJi  a  measure  of  divine  grace,  in  cnnnmtn  with  the  children  of 
raham,and  that  the  piincijial  end  of  his  coming  was  limited  to  the  Jews. 
\nd  as  he  has  denied  the  divinity  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ,  he  has 
ally  rejocted  a  belief  in  his  holy  olllces,  his  projiitiatory  ollering  for  the  redemption 
naukind;  and  has  denied  his  resurrection  and  ascension  into  heaven,  asserting  that 
hody  returned  to  the  earth,  wht.'re  it  will  rest  with  our  bodies  to  all  eternity,  ami 
uidcr  into  its  mother  dust.    1  lo  has  also  denied  his  mediation  and  intercession  with 

Father,  as  plainly  bet  forth  ui  huly  writ. 

Jndcr  the  specious  and  captivating  pretence  of  increased  spirituality,  and  advanee- 
[it  ill  light  and  knowledg*;  beyond  our  primitive  Friends,  and  evenbryond  the 
teHlca  of  our  Lord,  he  has  in>inuated  his  unsoimd  o])inions  into  the  minds  of  many 
.he  members  of  our  society,  partieulurly  within  the  limits  of  our  own  Yearly  Meet- 
,  and  that  of  IMiilailelphia ;  and  having  gradually  prepared  them  to  receive  Ids 
ITS,  he  has  induced  great  uundHrs  to  embrace  them;  and  has  at  length  become  tho 
iJcr  of  a  sect,  distiiigui>hed  by  his  name,  yot,  unjustly  assmuing  the  character  of 
ends;  whic^h  tirst  separated  trom  the  Vi.'arly  Meeting  of  Friends  in  IMiiladelphia, 
Kourth-month,  11.27,  on  tin*  ground  of  dilVercnce  in  doctrine,  as  they  state  in  their 
ited  addn.'ss.  They  h<dd  a  separate  meeting  in  that  month,  and  in  Sixth  and 
Dth-nioiiths  following:  and  al.M)  in  Fourth-month,  1l!2o;  which  last  meeting  Elias 
sks  attended,  gave  it  his  countenance,  and  received  a  minute  of  its  unity  with  him 
I  his  services. 

D  the  Yearly  Mcetinir  of  Friends  in  New  York  in  Fifth-month  following,  he  cn- 
iran^cd  and  supported  a  large  number  of  those  separatists  in  their  intrusion  into 
J  meeting:  many  of  whom  had  been  n'lrularly  disowned  fnun  the  society;  yet  he 
uifested  his  full  unity  with  th'-in,  and  with  their  un■'«.•ting^*;  and  also  lt»ok  an  active 
t  with  his  followers  in  tlifir  distirdt-riy  and  tujuulluous  proceedinirs ;  and  continued 
Tonnexion  with  those  of  .--iinihir  views,  in  holding  a  separate*  meeting,  which  they 
led  a  Yearly  Meetinir.  Since  that  time  he  has  travelled  into  C>hid,  Indiana,  and 
swhero,  encoura«riug  his  tollowers  in  holding  meetings  in  dilVerent  jiarts,  in  oppo- 
onto  the  order  of  our  sorietv. 

flis  crnmeous  o]»inions  publu-Iied  to  the  world,  under  his  own  signature,  and  also 
his  printed  sermons,  whidi  he  has  a<'kiio\vledge<l  to  be  generally  correct,  are  re- 
ed and  lestitied  asrainst,in  the  epi-tl<;  and  teMimony  of  tmr  last  Yearly  Meeting 
!d  in  New  Vork,  and  in  the  declarations  and  testimonies  (d*tlie  Yearly  Meetings  of 
iends  in  Philadolpina.  Vin-iuia,  North  Carolina,  Oiiio  and  Indiana;  who  are  also 
iported  therein  by  the  lo^tlnlnny  of  tin*  Yi'arly  Meeting  of  Rhode  Island,  and  the 
nutes  of  the  Yearly  J\I«Miuiir  of  London:  lumo  it  is  evident,  that  Friends  of  all 
!9e  Yearly  Meetings  rcniinn  united  together  in  the  faith  and  fellowship  of  the 

ipel. 

Kor  a  nundier  cd' years  past,  many  of  his  iriends  have  been  deefdy  exercised  on  his 
»>unt:  and  have  bt.»en  cimcrned  from  timi.'  to  time  tenderly  to  adimmish  and  warn 
II ;  but  he  hiding  in  a  coiiIid<;nt  state  of  nnnd,  th«ir  admonitions  have  not  had  tlie 
lirod  cllect:  and  tho  suj>iMirt  wliirji  In*  meived  frt»m  many  td*  his  adherents,  pro- 
Hed  the  timely  exercixj  of  tin*  di.-cijdme  in  his  ca?.e.  esjiccially  in  the  Monthly  and 
lartcrly  Mcf»tniL's  t>f  winch  he  was  a  lui-mher:  but  tlH».  separation  taking  place  at 
r  lait  Yearly  Meeting,  and  this  Munthlv  Meetini!  being  now  m  a  situation  to  cx» 


Uod  the  flecewiary  ctrc  Uwrein,  Ibo  mmo  li««  bntn  dul;  nltcoikd  ta*l 
tbe  cir<ln  of  oai  Eociety,  t{  couvinco  liim  at'  im  errora;  wIik*!)  barlnjf  ..  _ 

mnniiGr  rejected  by  liiiii,  it  beconuBonriucunibeiittluiy  t<>r  tl»:  oJ^nnD^  of 
OLU  reljffiuuti  society  frora  the  impuUlioa  of  lii*  unKtnind  niiUiwan.  ami  the. 
tti«r<abyl)roufht  upon  il,  lo  tcsllly  and  dedare.  tlialtbeyitu-  iiii<.  m.rrrwtt' 
ttic  doctrines  ol'ilut  Rudely  ct'Prietida:  tind  aj^  weeaotinvd  ]>>.  Kiuiy  «ilb 
fetlowsbip  <A'jtli  liiin  llieieiii,  wo  do  hereby  dirawn  him,  lie  kuiil  Eliu  ffi 

bding  a  moiiibfif  of  the  religiout  Society  of  rriiuida,   iltsinnc, '■'^ 

liiTOUCb  the  convictiotiB  pruducod  by  thi?  operntiuii  of  1 1  it-  Ir-Ij 
broi]([lit  toaWiiH  of  tiUierror));  nnil  tlirough  wncerc  re|iriiU(itfi 
anlvatiiiii  whicli  is  tVeely  oflc'r<''l  througli  our  Lord  ntid  Suviuiir  Ji:a 
Siynoii  on  behulf,  and  by  dirt^ctioii  uf  tJm  Montldy  Atuetitiff  tiT 
bury  and  Juiicbv,  held  lU  Westbuty  tlie  SOtliorfuiinh-uiotilK  \ht9- 
By  VAUiNTJNE  Wlf 


FirH  trtract  rtlalivt  to  the  Schvitl  t'anil,  viuler  date  o/'  2'Uk  of 

Our  tVieods  Goorgp  Chiirchmnn,  Tliomns  Lighifool,  Jnmcn  Moon,  Wnri 
Benjimiii  Hough,  and  Saniiiel  Smilh,  nllanded  Ibia  nice'tiiig  nc  f>iiri  iiF  k' 
a|)potDl(>J  liy  out  lael  Vearty  Meeting  to  assist  the  Qtiarteily  )Ip«Iiiipa 
weifi'lity  fnnttorc  rec<>iufn«i)dcd  to  tlic  nali<^  and  connil«r9ii'?n  •'i'  friea^ 
Ui<  education  of  oirt  youtli  In  our  familieii,  aod  in  respect  lo  tf>i-ir  »c)ioul 
aho,  respecting  tlie  cnnTiy  iIelicleui.'ioE  Doiutcd  out  in  Uie  reports  U>  tha  Vl 
uig:  undacopy  uf  a  niimrte<if  llie  Itmt  Veurly  Meeting  oq  those li«ada bcta^ 
by  them  and  rend,  nnil  coming  iindnr  tt>o  weifi;hty  cotisideratioti  of  Ite  ■ 
follnuring  Frienile  are  appninlPii  lo  go  into  the  eervice  ns  way  may  opM^  I 
with  BUMi  committees  as  (he  Alonthly  Mecliuge  may  appoint  tm  Iht  ipn 
-vai:  WilliBin  Jones,  Daniel  Bmith,  Samuel  Allcnson,  Benjamla  Cbu^, 
■yth,  JoBhua  Gibbs,  William  Satlorlbwaite,  John  Iloskins,  Joerpli  "- 
Black,  Joseph  Mouro,  and  John  Gaunl. 

Second  ej:Uacl,  Ul  of  Taelflk-numlh,  1778. 

The  subject  of  Bchoolf,  aa  recommended  iu  the  extracu  from  tha  ■ 
laat  YcHrly  Mecling,  Bod  In  the  ptiotod  proposals  oflhe  Yearly  UL-cibicWfln 
being  now  considered,  it  i«  concluded  to  recommend  to  the  sevenU  MLfflUilyl 
.for  oadi  uf  them  to  appomt  a  committee  of  suitable  Fiiendt  to  talt»  tMI 
malter  under  their  pniiicular  care  and  close  nitcntioii,  that  iho  ti 
goforwardaaspeoddyasmny  be.     And  the  foUowiug  Friends  are  app 

and  uiiile  ft'illi  the  said  Monthly  Meeting's  committees,  as  there  may  b 

torciwrt  thereto  at  next  Quartfir,  viz ;  Daniel  Smith.  Aaron  \Vi|l«,  Julu 
Isaiah  Robiiie.  Joseph  Kidffwty,  Benjamin  JonM,  fjattian  Wtighl,  Umn 
Beiijamiu  Clarke,  aiid  Jonathan  Petlil- 

Tkiril  citraci,  34IA  if  Elamlti^m(,nth,  1783,  tii  Chtttatfitld, 

A  piouaeare  respccline  the  educnlioii  of  our  youth  having  ronewedly. 
nttRntinn  oflhe  Veudy  ftfeeting,  and  it  boing  observed  that  the  liboral  pre 
loforo  recommended  for  their  achoul  tuition  liad  failed  in  eome  jdactis  lo  _ 
the  conclusion  of  thai  meeting  in  1778  ou  this  deeply  intereBlUig  aubjoel/ 
urged  to  the  religiou*  attention  and  diligent  care  of  our  Qanm^rly  &|a 
Preparalivo  Meetings,  who  ate  desired  by  the  Yearly  Mi-.-img  to  make  r 
year  of  their  progres*  heroin.  And  the  subject  apreadiug  u  iiu  «ciijio 
afresh  recommended  to  the  due  atientioii  of  our  Monthly  and  ['rp)«nan« 
And  the  eommilloc  of  (Jib  Ctuattcr  now  rcjiorliug  they  had  attcailed  l«4j 


but  had  nothiti!^  particular  »o  rcmnrk  eincc  their  last  roporl,  tlioy  Rro  released,  ami 
the  following  rricnds  appoiiitcd  a  foininittoo  thcn'oiu  viz:  (n^orirc  Dilhvvn,  Daniel 
Smitii,  John  Iloskins,  Aanui  Wills,  Saniiiol  Mid<llotMn,  Richard  Wain.  Jcihn  Flllis, 
Benjamin  Clarke,  J(i!K?pli  Moure,  William  (.-larko,  Har/iilai  Furinan,  Nathan  Rohin^, 
Aaron  Ivins,  Joseph  Pancoa^f,  John  (?oinlort,  Aaron  Smith,  Daniel  Doujrhty  Smith, 
Thomas  Gaskill,  Abner  Roirers,  Aaron  J<arsre.  and  Kli  Mathews.  And  it  is  det'ircd 
tliat  accounts  of  our  proi(re>rf  herein  may  be  broui;lit  forward  timely,  to  go  troni  thicj 
to  the  ensuing  Yearly  Meeting. 

Fourth  exlract,  '2'Mfi  of  EUvmth',fwntft,  17L*U,  at  ChtsttrfuM. 

Friends*  concern  for  the  promotion  of  well  roirulated  schools,  and  the  estahli-hing 
ftinde  for  that  purpose,  bein;r  revived  by  (he  extracts  now  read,  that  subject  m  again 
recommended  to  the  committee  heretofore  appointed  on  the  service. 

Fi/lh  cxtnat,  ':{;tk  uf  Fifth- nwntk,  i:t«2,  nt  Chtdirfibl. 

in  pursuance  of  our  appointment  to  consider  ui  what  manner  and  to  what  purpo^ses 
the  stock  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  and  the  ohl  meetin;^  Iioujjcs  in  Burlington  shall 
be  appropriated,  we  have  met,  ifwn  of  the  committee  excepted,)  and  after  dehberating 
•thereon,  unanimously  aoree  to  j>ropose,thut  the  sum  of  two  Inmdrod  and  twenty-five 
pounds  of  the  surplus  of  the  st(»cK',  abuve  the  .stun(!iiig  sum  of  three  Juuidred  pounds, 
should  be  divided  among  tin;  several  Munlhly  Meetings,  in  pmpurtiun  to  the  .said 
meeting's  quotas  toward  the  Y'early  Meuliug's  stock,  and  that  the  ^ame  be  applied 
by  the  said  Mcmlhly  Moijtini»;.s  toward  the  promotion  of  schools,  answerable  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  by  establishing  i)i.'rmanent  fund^  within  .such 
of  the  meetings  where  none  have  been  heretofore  efttablitiied,  or  in  addition  to  such 
MM  are  already  established. 

!<'ulh  ixtraii.  umhr  th*',  siiinc  duU* 

By  a  verbal  report  on  behalf  of  the  eonmiitteo  on  .schools,  a  fre.sh  concern  \va.«5  now 
revived,  and  divers  .<olid  and  lively  remarks  made  repj)cctiug  the  right  education  of 
children.  The  meeting  cc>ncludes  to  release  the  former  committee,  and  the  following 
Friends  arc  appoiut(Ml  to  take  the  matter  under  their  care,  and  to  visit  the  Monthly 
and  Preparative  Meetings  throughrnit  the  (|uarter,  if  way  .sh(»uld  open,  and  endeavour 
to  encourage  and  promote  the  cslabli.Nhmenl  of  funds,  vVc,  airreeubly  to  former  re- 
commendations of  the  Y  earlv  Meetinir,\i/:  (ieurtre  Dillwvn.  ,lohu  Cox.  jr.  Narhauicl 
Coleman,  Joseph  Buzby, . I ohn  lln.-kins,  Klijah  IVId,  I5enjamiii  Clarko,  Nathan  Mid- 
dieton,  Isaac  Collins,  Wdliam  Abbott,  l)ani«.'l  Parker,  Richard  Rird-^all,  Ihv.ckiah 
ionee,  Daniel  Doughty  Smith.  (Joorge  Wr.-t.  Abnilmm  Umwii,  Nathan  Wright, 
William  Sattcrthwaite,  .loseph  Pancoasr..  William  SIl-vcik-ou,  William  Newbold, 
Samuel  Sykcs,  and  Richard  Wain. 

iScvcnth  cdrnrty  2iUh  of  IHifhth-iuoHfh,  17!».),  nl  liurliiiiitoi}. 

The  committee  appointed  to  the  care  of  schools  within  the  Quarter,  report  in 
writing  as  follows: — At  a  meeting  of  the  Quarteily  Meeting's  eomimttce  on  scluu'ta 
at  Burlingtim,  '2»;tli  of  Kighth-hionlh,  l"?:';!,  n-poris  \erbally,  and  m  writiuir,  bomjr 
CoDected  froniihe  several  me»'tings,  it  was  airreed  to  report  t<»  the  Quarterly  MtM-tjug 
that  there  are  schools  iu  three  of  tin*  i*n'parative  .Mivtinijs  withm  the  Monthly  Me(»i  • 
in^  of  Burlington  under  the  care  of  truhtecs,  witji  funds  est abli.^hed  in  each:  that 
there  is  one  school  within  the  Monf'.dy  Meuling  of  Ch«-.rt.«'i field,  wiih  a  fuml  esta- 
blished, to  which  there  has  lately  been  some  addition. 

Ki'j-.'sfk  tjtrni.f^  '"'n'ft.i'  the  .sunt,  liuit  US  Ihf  f'ft. 

The  subject  committfe  ii»ourc:ire  re'i»«N:tiii'^  the  divi-M:i  ut  the  .Mirp-ws  cf  tiic 
stock  towards  the  c^lablwhmeut  nf  funds,  ^Vc.  I'H:-  Iwh-ji  attcii'Icd  l".  and  tin:  ;rie.it*  i 
part  of  the  juoncy  already  dutnbuted,  su;ncd  by  direction  of  the  (.umiiiiliee,  by  .Utn 
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jdiiiiu  Clftrlif.  The  wiliiilflneB  of  the  ftreBolng  i«iwit  wne  nbo  dinKtiul  II 
Ibrward  lu  >ho  ciisuiug  Yearly  iiipcting.  " 

EilrnxUftom  lliefirri  tobmei  ^  Uu  Ittcordu  ••/ litirlutgltia  QuiHItr/jr  Mpdin 

At  11  Qunrtcrly  meeting  held  at  Hurliiigtrin  ?lih  ofSptoua-iiioiiih.  tlJi, 
Buffilry  of  tbo  memliew  of  ihia  iiii--ii  'n.-  i.  ■mh-  ■..■.„.■:■■,-.:-.]■  i.  ■.  ■  ■ 
mUiiriihavP  happened  within  the'"  << 
rcipulBtioiioribe  snciety  ii  ni-iurly  iiil<    '    '      '    ' 

«mi  forilie  caUbU!  «f  truth,  do  sppuim  k.  i..  :i  ,-;iii.  ,i,  .f  .-■■n  j  i  .:■.  r  -  y.i 
jMish  F<Mter,  Hugh  Htrtsliorn,  Jikujui  liun,  ji.-.-,.!.  j',i.,i.ii-.  ".i.j  t_.Ktf  i 
conuirittne,  untl  cmpAwur  tlism  to  call  Ui  lii*ir  nMeisinnue  mj^i  t'riuMb  i*ji 
jiid^c  may  liir  uteliil  therein,  to  nppniiit  time  uid  {ibirc.  tmi)  to  «e«n4>  cuM 
the  nmtlvri  uiiU  If  any  ilinoriJcr  ap|>ciiii.  to  diliguatly  endeavuur  In  liunl 
truth  IQ  huvc  it  rci{ul)itoil,fliid  i«[iuil  ooxt  iiieoling. 

ExtratUfrwa  the  tame  Ttmrdi,  r^erred  to  and  read  hy  John  Gwonaq 

Fir»t,p.  nn.  vol.  ii.  23</./.S«onJ-MM"M,  ITJS.  j 

Tliacouunilico  appointed  at  out  last  mcctiugtnviiHtUwMuulli)y  and  Cfl 
Miwlings,  itc.  in  ocdor  to  lalioiir  as  abiiiiy  may  bo  aflurijod  hy  tlic  gm^ 
ntga  the  iiei'essily  of  and  promote  a  rorormaiion  in  oor  ic'l^ioM-  •«n[cly,"'M 
(}uai»lrd  Ihia  in(?ctiu£  that  they  have  met  acvcial  Umc^,  .if. '      '  " 
iniparttuicv  of  tki  work,  and  apprchuiidliig  that  on  altcru'  i 
Mune  of  Utc  Ptuimmtjvo  lueQlinjts  will  ho  ueofid  to  expi  ' 
Midhaving  proposed  a  Ii»t  of  ilicoi  for  that  purpw^,  tin    . 
thereof^  concura  Uuirewitli.  and  direcU  the  dcrk  to  fbrw^i.-.:  ........  ^  .. .«. 

moctiDgs,  copies  of  the  aatd  lut,  «u  that  tlic  tinUs  of  huld<iig  Uwi  oojiii'H 
woeUji^  now  agreed  to,  may  bo  nindo  known,  and  ifonerally  uiidorAuwIt  4 
riio  vtmtanrcperrornied.lhemeetingSEoaltered  toroluro  to  tho  UBual  wli| 
ijig  of  ihutD. 

SeconJ,  w;,  iii.;).  It.  3StA  ofElwttdh-mm.lh,  |::iio. 

A  iiiiniilc  from  the  Monthly  moeling  of  Cliestotlifld  w!i=  i>r.i.!iiii'il   t-'hI 

fijniiin^  that  llicy  had  united  in  the  ealabliahmi^iit  of  a  I'rnmrnii;  r-  r 

dcDtnwii,  to  ho  held  on  the  last  FomUi-day  in  each  month  i  upon  • 
aopuared  to  open  most  in  the  lino  of  eatiefaulion  to  appoint  n  coiiulji' 
Friends  of  ibal  meeliug,  nnd  rcjiort  to  our  next  Quartorly  mwting  ll..    . 
Uie  ptopriety  of  holding  a  Preparative  meeting  there. 


Thin},  /I.  70.  Ike  n 


CooiinitteG  continued. 


Fourth,!*.  7a.  36tt  '/ Fiflh-monlh,  IQOl. 


Wc,  llie  commilLcc  njiiioim 

ofonUbliBllhti;  H   I'l-'  ;.:.!. ,liM 

nicelwg,  and  "I'll ;   ■   ■ 
QUTBohd  dchl"  I ." 
Preparative  nK-'-i'i".' 
wUich  being  tuiLuiciJ.  mub 


I  in  Rlovonlh-nioutli  taut  to  conaiiliv  oflfM  f 
iiiii;  at  Rordmt')\tii,  have  wl  with  FtUrn 

■  -  iiiiicngouTsclvcii,  whcrpinthi'iniljjwctIL 

iiiin,  which  we  submit  lotheQuailerljS 

lit  u/red  with.  '     ' 


fol.  iii./i.  ?31.  3ut of  Eighlh-m-mth,  IRIP. 

Cha>tcrtleld  Monthly  meetinff  profOsoB  thni  a  public  moGtius  lb. 
be  nMabliKlicd  at  Trenton,  tu  bcMd  on  Pimi-thiy  ntlemoon,  niiiTlulieffia  iffl 
'*"■"  the  1st  of  Tcath'Dioulh  tu  lU'  last  of  'riiiVd-iuouLli  iiicluoiic,  ud  ■(  | 
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ihe  remaindf^r  of  the  year:  on  dolibr^ralion  it  was  ronrlnclr*!  to  refer  tho  Fubjprt  ihr 
next  meeting's  attention. 

P.  *233»  oOih  nf  Eleventh-month ^  mime  suhjcrl  itmtiniint. 
Referred  again  Elcvontli-nionth  JOtli. 

P.  2.3.',.  2()th  of  SecontUmnnth,  \\\^i), 

Tiie  committee  on  the  cstablislnnpnt  of  an  afiornoon  mor'tinsf  nt  Tronton  rri»orI, 
that  in  conjunction  with  a  couiiiiitlco  of  tho  wonmn's  luootini^r,  tiioy  htivo  atton(hMl  to 
the  appointment,  and  that  it  did  not  n])poar  to  thciii  that  I  hi.;  tiino  was  mino  lor  the 
eatablishment  of  said  nieotincr,  which  report  is  concurred  witli.  Tht*  ilorU  is  direrted 
to  furnish  the  Monthly  meeting  of  Cliestertield  witli  a  copy  of  tiii«  minute. 

Vol.  Hi.  p.  2'jf».  Third-month  l.v/,  |{;25. 

Ft  having  been  stated  to  this  meeting  that  ClieHtorfiohl  JMontlily  mretiiiir  has  in 
one  or  more  instances  received  into  nionib(»rship  pf'rsons  who  stood  disowmui  by  otliiT 
Dicctingi^,  it  is  on  con^idoralion  concliirled  to  Jippoint  a  conuuillco  to  ln(|nire  into  tin^ 
case, or  cases,  and  the  circunjiitancrs  coimcctod  therewith,  and  report  to  tuir  next.  (»r 
a  fufurc  meeting: — to  wliich  service are  appointed. 

I'ijL  Hi.  p,  270,  2:1.  3\st(fFif!h-muu(h,  lU2ri, 

Tlic  committee  appointed  at  our  last  meeting  to  make  inquiry  reHportini(  (.'hoMor- 
field  Monthly  meeting's  receiving  persour^  itito  nlond)cr^hip  who  ht.of»d  disouiiiMi  by 
other  meet higs,  reported  that  thoy  had  attended  to  the  appoinfnient,  and  it  aj>pcar.s 
that  a  perf^on  who  was  disowned  in  lOnghind,  niado  applit-ation  to  tJiat  uK-otiugto  b«» 
admitted  a  momber  of  our  reli-rioiis  sociotv;  and  in  Fifth- month,  UJJ.J,  he  was  ac- 
knowlcdged  accordingly:  that  several  Friends  there,  parlicuhirly  tlmhc  of  the  Pre- 
parative meeting  within  which  the  applicant  resided,  had  know  leclgoof  ins  di^!0wnnlent. 

In  Ninth-month  following,  he  obtained  acertiticato  of  removal,  and  returned  to 
Eni^land;  but  the  meetinir  t»)  which  it  was  directed  doclinincf  to  receive  hiiu  a  mem- 
ber  under  such  circumstances,  returned  the  certilicate  to  Che>terfield  Monthly  meet- 
ing- 

A  few  months  after  the  reception  of  thi.-?  person,  another,  who  had  been  di*»owiiod 

in  Ireland,  was,  on  liis  ap{)]ication  for  that  purpose,  admitted  into  mendiership:  and 
it  appears  when  he  mad»)  the  ap]»]icalion,  the  circumstancej?  of  hi&  having  been  dit:- 
owued  was  known  to  sonie  of  the  niend)ers  there. 

Upon  deliberate  consjideraiion,  it  is  the  judirment  of  this  meeting,  that  the  person** 
above  alluded  to  are  not  mcndjers  of  our  religiouis  :.-ociety,  and  thatthis  conclusion  lif 
communicated  to  Chestertield  Monthly  meeting  by  the  ch»rk'.s  furni>hin«i  it  with  a 
copy  of  this  minute;  and  that  Monthly  mcetuig  is  desired  to  inform  &aid  indiviiluals 
of  this  result. 

The  connnittee  last  named  fnrtiier  reported,  that 

Another  ca?e  existing,  (but  of  previous  occurrence,)  we  think  it  expedient  to  pre- 
sent it  to  the  (Quarterly  meetinir: — A  person  who  was  a  nn'inber  (d*  our  rehgions 
society,  having  removed  from  his  Monthly  meeting  without  a  certilicate,  he  separati-d 
himself  from  the  society,  and  in  various  instances  acted  contrary  to  our  discipline  and. 
principles,  but  was  nof  (as  far  as  appears)  te^titied  ajrainst  by  the  Monthly  meeting. 
Some  years  afterwards,  when  he  was  desirous  of  being  joined  in  niembership  with 
Friends,  (the  Monthly  meeting  where  his  right  had  laid  being,  as  was  understood, 
dissolved,)  ho  made  application  to  Chesterfield  .Monthly  meeting,  wlu;re  in  S»»venth- 
month,  lo2J,  he  was  acknowledged  as  a  member;  but  previous  to  his  applicatiou  he 
inf<>rmod  several  of  tho  membors  of  that  meeting  how  he  was  cin'um^tanced,  ami 
advised  with  them  respecting  the  apjilieation;  which  ca.-»e  the  meeting  not  Jcehn«; 
prepared  to  decide  upon  at  this  time,  is  rclerrcd  to  our  ne.xt  meetijig. 


I  '  .  :    .i.-'-iin^  (o  tJii«  i««pe**iiiL"  '' 
,  ■  :',  duiotOj!  BiGmUm.  '■- 
<ii  ■  ni^ui  undor  caranj'  r 

n-.L'*'>fCl>eUi'taeU.M..i. 

.. ,;  „.>!. .....  U...L  ii..KUi.tj  be  u)Jiiniii.<d  ot  Uiw  •.'^■> 

f'ol.  IN-  p-  i6&  (0  38!'.  i'M  of  FiJiK-wmaA,  llttfc 

Al  BOTlrii«tim  Qiiartmli:  tncotiiif  licl-l  at  Cb»>>«WTfl»'W  i^'th  nf  Pirdi-oumlli,  IBn  J 
.  1'tm  foliiiimm  (uiuiiW  iWimour  lufct  Vcurly  mwtire  v.-^  n«pet»Lil  and  lW.mA| 
[far  ortnmiHnc  iinmnd  itntTcio  want  tnoetly  jireBCM.  b1  title  liw^linjf. 

At  ■  Vc!ii<v  irirviiii<:  tiriii  in  I'tiUttilfilfilika  Iiy  aJJouriimRitt*  from  It-tbof  Paw 
IBaoUilu'.'i   .  .'  i:-nr,  ia^7. 

All  mi'i'  r.-voilmcoD  Bccnaet  af  tlii-  iireMnt  Btnteof  iiorii 

jnoiii  ntL-.'  :  i».'iii(;  iiironDoil  tlint  our  <t(mi«n'fl  ninclinp  haw*  a 

Cklitail  10  r.;.;.  .    ■  -M  vi«itll.p  Qai,riTl>'ar,iM(uitI>lsM,       ■■ 

tmfopoa.  111  iiiiiiJi  uiiii  tii.m  therein  ibr  I  In 
infiuttAeiluempport  Dl'uiiritniaUrjroM' ' 
nucA  uitl  U)0  t«e|icctlvii  nii'Oiin^  arc  i:ir< 
nnJltng  «ueli  aiijoummDnt*  vi  may  bn  nr.  > 

■mricu.viz^  Uluclnnsn  IlaincB.  Abr&liain  IV.iL.^...  ^ ...L,^ >.-..  ,-. 

tiuuael  Belile,  Jtneph  WhititlUTboniKH  iil(!*»tii^iO,  \Wi.y'.Mi  <A«i 
HmW,  WiUiam  Jftckion,  WiUi&m  tiewhaii,  Kdward  'I'oinpl^  Cha 
uil  John  CoiaToit  of  Svlebuty.     Exlroctcd  IVont  t)io  iiii&ui<-9. 

SAMUKI.  BRTTLB,  Ctettr.^ 
Tlia  extn>Gt«  from  tiie<  aiinut(«  c-rotir  )n«t  Vsarly  mociirv  wota  tfix»v4  and  V 
•mt  tlw  luud  naiulior  of  copiM  appropnatml  to  our  MvcrafMoaUilj  mcetinp. 

t'ol.  iii.  p.  i93.illfi  of  ICIepmlh-nianiti,  in«. 

_At  Burlinglon  Qiiartetly  nienting,  lield  nt  Ciiesl^rriol^,  tiieSTtiiof  Elevenlh-moulh,  1 
L  X&i^-    The  repress uta I ivri;  bein^  callQii  wcrr  ail  preseat,  except  one,  for  whaee  ab>  I 
.  ienwateaBonwosaesigned,  ltlwiDgucGrLaiiiedtbateeveral|)erEaiisBi«pre!>ptit. who  ' 
I  Kave  been  clisawned  by  the  Moollily  meetiugs  to  wliicti  lliey  respectively  1»>l-<' 
I  qrnm  at  present  under  ilunling  inibem,  onil  wUinfler  being  Bfiectiooately  ror;ii<'-.i>  a 
.  la  withdraw,  refiiwrf  to  ilo  so — ji  m  (»;iclu[led,  in  coiiliirmity  with  oiir  p«i^ui.    c.l 
J  pnctlct',  of  not  traiifnr ting  our  bueincsa  wlicneuch  ore  known  lo  be  prei«>.-jii.  i  '  i"' 
I'lCtirn  the  meciinjr  to  meet  in  Biiclins-ton,  on  Sixili-ilny  next  nt  ten  o'clci;!.  in  liii 
^  noming.    Ttieu  attjoumed  sccordingTy. 

'  At  Burlinglou  the  30l.li  of  Elevciuh-moDth,  lOaT.  the  meeting  again  sMocaUcd' 

j^      A  deep  oxerciae  Imving  prevailed  over  tho  meotinff  during  the  reading  and  antww-' 

iugof  the  queries,  on  uwount  of  many  defidunciea  that  sre  apparent  among  ns— sod 

iti^ln  teturningiacounexioD  with  afmliner  for  the  present  tried  eUle  of  aome  of 

our  eubordioate  meetiiigt — it  id  concluded  &11  or  solid  (Icliberation,  to  appoint  acum- 

niltM,  to  tiaite  with  a  cumtnittoeoftlie  women'i  meeting,  if  they  i-houldnsmv  oar, 

:te  Vint  our  diObrent  Moaihly  and  Preparative  meetings,  to  aDbrd  where  it  may  ap- 

'~  ~  ~»I  necefisary,  Eueh  advico  and  efsiatance  oa  niay  he  needful  to  a  due  support  vfour 

btary  order  and  discipline,  and  to  report  to  a  future  nieoting.    To  Ibis  eerrico  IIm 

_  -Ulowing  i'riendB  are  uaioed.  tJauiucl  tCmlcn,  Samuel  Craft,  Rowland  Joneo,  JobK 

uSiabop,  Joseph  l^Ieitdrickson,  Smiou  OillBtn.  I'elcr  lillis.  Snraucl  Wills,  WilUami 

L  ZJkwbuUl,  Samuel  Biuiting,  Eli  Msthia,  Stephen  Grelet.  and  Joseph  SatterUiwuia^_ 

Fol.iii.p.  301. /o  309.  2QUi  of  SteoiuUmenth,  1G2S. 
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Tho  rommittpo  appnintoJ  tit  Inst  meotinpf  to  visit  our  Monthly  and  Preparative 
meetings,  prodiiccil  tlie  followiuir  report,  wliicli  was  approved  by  ilie  nieotiiig.  Tlie 
committee  arc  coutiiiuciK  and  are  desired  to  afford  advice  and  nssistance  at  sucli 
places,  and  in  such  cas'?s,  as  to  them  may  appear  needful,  and  report  to  the  Quarterly 

JmeetinfiT  of  Friends,  of  Burlinijtoii.    *'The  conunittec  of  men  and  women  Friends  ap- 
pQintea  at  our  last  Quarterly  mnetinpr,  to  visit  the  Monthly  and  Preparative  meet- 
iBgB  belonginnr  thereto,  to  uflurd  whore  it  may  he  neccssarv,  such  advice  and  assist- 
mnce  as  may  be  needful  to  a  due  support  of  our  salutary  or^er  and  discipline,  reports 
that  part  of  their  number  have  attended  at  different  time's  all  the  subordinate  branches 
of  the  Quarterly  mectinjy,  some  of  them  several  times,  except  three  Preparative 
Meetings,  viz :  East  l^ranch,  Stony  iSrook,  and  I«ower  iNIanstield,  and  endeavoured 
to  affbra  such  assistance  in  the  important  objects  of  their  appointment,  as  they  were 
;   capable  of,  and  now  submit  the  followinrr  summary  of  their  proceedinnrs  and  obser- 
I  Tatioiu  for  the  intbrmation  and  consideration  of  the  (Quarterly  meetinjr*    InTweltlJi- 
nontb,  several  of  the  committoc  attended  the  Monthly  me<*tin^  of  Burlington,  where 
I  its  appointment  was  duly  rcoonriiised ;  at  the  close  of  the  meetinor,  however,  a  person 
nade  an  attempt  to  produce  a  Hopnration  among  the  membiTs,  but  without  efiect;  at 
tke  Dext  Monthly  meeting,  where  some  of  the  committee  were  present  aLso,  the  same 
■  faisuD,  (Joseph  Lundy,)  made  another  similar  attempt,  by  publicly  desiring  those 
;  fweaeiit,  who  were  disposed  to  unite  with  what  ho  termed  the  newly  organized  Yearly 
"^■eeting,  to  stop  together  at  the  close  of  the  nieeting;  which  a  number  of  both  men 
\9tad  women  did,  together  with  lialliday  Jack(;on,who  it  appears  was  there,  under  ap- 
*^pointmeDt  of  tho  said  newly  oriranized*  Venrly  mooting,  for  the  purpone  i»f  promoting 
''lisSepanition  in  our  meetinirs.  And  as  some  of  us  were  afterwards  informed,  they  then 
JMiduded  to  meet  in  the  following  month,  in  the  character  of  a  Monthly  meeting,  at 
OU Springfield ;  but,  nevertheless,  at  the  following  Monthly  meeting  at  Burlington, 
aatbe  4th  of  this  present  month,  many  of  those  persons  again  attended,  with  several 
IkBni  other  places,  and  among  them  a  man  who  was  known  to  be  under  dealing  in  the 
'Monthly  meeting  at  Mount  iiolly,  viz:  Amos  Bullock.     Soon  ath'^r  the  minute  tor 
Spelling  tlie  meetintr  fur  business  was  read,  he  was  requested  to  withdraw,  but  being 
supported  in  his  intrusion  by  several  of  those  who  had  taken  part  in  the  disorderly 
proceedings  of  last  month,  he  declined  a  compliance  with  the  request,  though  it  was 
and  earnestly  repeated:  under  this  circumstance,  Friends  concluded  it  best  to 
m  tlie  Monthly  meeting  until  the  next  day,  which  was  accordingly  done  by  both 
end  women  Friends;  and  the  meeting  was  then  held  without  interruption.  But 
disorderly  persons,  on  the  preceding  day  n^mained  together  in  the  meeting 
,  and  assumed  to  act  as  a  Monthly  meeting,  and  it  is  un(Ierstood  agreed  to  meet 
Jeein  in  that  character  the  next  month,  at  Old  Springfield  meeting  house.     In 
^pelfth  and  First-month  last,  several  of  tho  conunittee  attended  the  respective  Pre- 
fnative  meetings  of  Burlington,  Ancocus,  and  Old  Springfield:  in  the  first  mentioned 
e#  these  meethigs,  tiiey  were  without  difficulty  recognised  as  acting  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  Quarterly  Mectuig;  and  though  at  Ancocus  dilViculties  presented,  and 
I'S^COOaiderable  opposition  was  manifested  by  some,  yet  Friendb  were  ultimately  fa- 
yoofsd  to  get  through  the  necessary  business,  consistently  with  the  order  of  our  dis- 
cipliiie. 
I  «.- At  Old  Springfield,  in  Tweinii-month  last,  the  person  who  acted  as  clerk  for  tho 
(iKfin  the  men's  mceihig,  together  with  several  others,  refused  to  acknowledge  the 
Mtliority  by  which  the  conunittee  was  appointed:  among  the  women  no  opposition 
:V1S  manifest.    At  the  next  Preparative,  in  First-month,  the  business  was  conducted 
rently  pretty  much  as  usual,  the  Preparative  meeting,  and  that  of  Lower  Mans< 
J  both  occurring  in  usual  course,  on  the  17th  of  First-month,  and  those  of  Anco- 
and  Burlington,  both  on  the  3 1st. ;  requests  were  sent  to  Burhngton  and  Lower 
-Mansfield,  that  the  first  might  be  adjourned  to  next  day, and  the  latter  for  one  week, 
'  in  order  to  afford  opportunities  for  the  attendance  of  the  committee ;  from  some  cause 
thia  was  not  done  at  liower  Mansfield.     But  it  was  at  Burhngton,  where  the  usual 
hnatness  ofHhc  Preparative  meeting  was  at  the  adjournment  transacted  in  quietness, 
Jio  harmony,  for  ought  that  appeared. 

At  Chesterfield  Monthly  meeting,  held  in  Twelfth-month  last,  rnoat  of  the  com- 
Bittee  attended,  where  notwithstandmg  the  disorderly  disposition  which  had  hereto- 
e  been  manifested  bv  fome  who  were  present,  the  meeting  way  enabled  to  transact 
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its  bupineM  without  iiiiirh  nj)Pn  npp<v;i!jon.  tliouinrli  n  nmnhf*r  ulio  Miiul  beliind  when 
the  iiie«»liiij{r|i>j;etl.  nii*l  :\r-  i:-  uixiiT.tiiiMl,  Ihcii  iniiU'rlook  i«>  iirl  atlho  Moiilhly  uieet- 
iiifir  of  Cliet^tcrfW'lii,  atVonUul  snirowt'ul  »*vi(h.MU'P  of  th^^ir  ih.«-n'gar«l  uf  the?  order  and 
the  preservation  of  the  unity  of  the  Furioty.  In  rirst-nioiith  inos»t  of  the  rominitlee 
were  amiin  nresont  at  this  iMonffilv  niootin;:;  afior  tMosinjj  ihe  shnttora  in  order  to 
proceed  with  tht*  hnsines**,  a  roijiifsit  was  niaile  ui  the  men's  inretuig,  that  ii  there 
were  any  present  \\\uy  had  not  a  rijjfht  to  sit  in  onr  meetinirs,  consistently  with  the 
order  of  our  society,  tiiat  they  wouM  witlulraw,  and  after  lime  l>eincr  given  for  it,  no 
one  acknowUfdginiV  this  to  be  his  tviw\  friends  proceeded  in  the  business;  but  after 
two  or  three  subjects  liad  been  disposed  of,  a  person,  {Henry  Zoilirkofler,)  rose  and 
eaid,  that  beinij  a  stranjrer  to  must  |»resrnt,  he  was  not  easy  to  let  the  ineetin||r  pro- 
ceed further  without  int*oriinn<if  it.  that  he  was  a  member  of  tiie  Monthly  meeting  uf 
Philadelphia,  coimocted  with  the  <iuarteriy  m«*etinrr  of  Abiuirton ;  this  declaration  of 
'his  union  with  a  meeting  or  Injdy.i^et  up  fur  the  purpose  ofoppos>ition  to  our  discipline, 
together  with  his  decliuiutrto  auswc'r  the  inquiry  which  was  made,  whether  he  was 
under  dealing  in,  or  disowned  by  any  Monthly  meeiincr,  atforded  solid  ground  for 
believing  that  lnHiad  not  aright  agreeable  to  our  discipline,  to  sit  in  the  ineeting; 
and  several  of  tlnwe  persons  who  had  ropeateilly  acted  contrary  to  our  order  in  our 
meetings,  expressing  tluMr  desire  for  his  continuing  present ,  and  he  not  complying 
with  tlic  rec|uesls  whi«*h  were  made,  that  he  would  leave  the  meeting,  it  became  ne* 
ccssary  to  deliberate  on  what  course  it  would  l>c  best  to  take;  and  whilst  thus  engaged, 
mformation  bemg  received  from  the  women's  meeting  that  they  could  not  proceed 
with  their  business,  on  account  of  the  [iresence  of  a  person  whose  case  was  on  their 
minutes  as  an  otfeiider,  ami  who  declined  to  leave  the  ineetincf,  and  they  requesting 
advice  on  the  subject,  it  was  u]>on  duo  deliberation  thought  best  to  adjourn  the  MontMy 
meeting  to  the  house  of  our  friend  Sarah  (Chapman,  to  meet  there  forthwith,  and 
accordingly  both  men  and  women  met  and  transacted  their  remaining  business  there: 
but  before  the  men's  meeting  adjourned,  it  was  openly  ami  distinctly  stated  that  they 
did  so  to  avoid  contention  in  the  support  of  our  order,  but  that  they  did  not  thereby 
relinquish  or  abandon  the  rights  to  which  they  as  composing  the  Monthly  meeting 
of  Chesterfield,  were  jnstlv  entitled. 

At  the  Preparative  meeting  of  HordeiUown,  several  of  the  comuiittec  attended  on 
the  '2t;th  of  TwellYh  in«»utli,  n:J7,  wIutc  tlify  fmuul  an  almost  total  departure  in  the 
members  thereof,  and  n.noiinr  the  inr'n,ni(>re  especially  from  subordination  to  superior 
meetin«is  and  the  disciplim*,  cmly  ou«'  iiia]«\  and  lhriH.»  (»r  four  leiuales  ap|)eared  to  be 
desirous  of  supportiuir  our  onli-r.  At  CheMerfield  Pr«'pnrative  met'lingthe  next  day, 
the  '27th  of  Twelfth-month,  several  oftlu^  i-onmiittee  attended:  the  person  who  acted 
as  clerk,  tojrelhcr  with  a  nuujher  of  otJHT  jiersoiis,  assuming  the  control  of  the  meet- 
ing, he  and  they  now  ret'usiiig  In  nrknowiedge  the  (|narterly  meeting's  connuittee. 
and  appearing  to  throw  otVall  subordination  to  the  l|uarterly  liieeliuir,  and  deternuned 
to  proceed  without  regard  to  the  order  of  the  society,  notwilhstamling  the  remon- 
strances made  by  several  of  the  committei?,  as  well  as  some  of  their  own  rightly  con- 
cerned members, these  latter  with  those  tif  the  conmiiltf^e  present,  believing  it  impro- 
per to  give  countenance  to  such  disorderly  |)roceetlings  by  remaining  present,  alYcr 
intbrniing  woman  Friends  of  their  conclusion,  and  it  being  publicly  staled  on  bchaMT 
of  Friends,  that  by  retiring  for  peace  snke,  they  did  not  thereby  mean  to  relinquish 
any  of  their  rights  as  composhig  the  real  Preparative  meeting  of  Friends  of  Chester- 
field, and  that  they  considered  those  persons  whom  they  now  h*ft  in  the  meeting  house, 
as  usurpers; — they  withdrew  to  a  private  dwelling  in  the  neighbourhood,  to  which 
women  Friends  also  came,  and  the  business  of  llu*  l*rcparalivc  meeting  was  there 
transacted. 

At  the  Preparative  meeting  of  Trenton,  held  in  Twelfth-mouth,  several  of  the 
committee  both  men  and  women  attended,  where  it  was  found  among  the  nmn,  that 
the  clerk  and  others  were  disposed  to  maintain  the  discipline  and  good  order,  and 
their  business  was  transacted  accordingly,  although  there  were  some  present  who 
appeared  oj>posed  to  both  it  and  the  cnnun'ittec, — among  the  women,  the  person  who 
had  for  some  time  betbre  acted  as  clerk,  having  joined  tho  sep-iratists,  and  women 
Friends  having  her  case  on  the  minutes  of  the  .Monthlymei-tingun  that  account,  she 
being  present,  declined  to  withdraw;  and  they  were' under  the  necessity  of  waiting 
until  men  Friends  left  the  apartment  they  had  occupied,  and  they  then  went  into 
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il  and  traniacterl  their  business.  In  First-month,  the  regular  Preparative  meeting 
was  adjourned  for  one  week,  at  the  requcBt  of  tJie  committee,  but  eeveral  persons  re- 
gardlen  of  good  order,  remained  totrether  after  the  adjournnittnt,  and  undertook  to 
act  in  the  character  of  the  Prcpnrativo  niceting  of  Trenton.  At  the  time  adjourned 
to,  the  meeting  wbf  reGTulnrly  held  without  interruption. 

At  Upper  Springfic'lfl  Monthly  meeting,  held  in  Twelf\h-month,  several  of  the  com- 
nittee  were  prec$ent,  the  miimte  of  their  appointmrnt  was  read,  and  the  authority  of 
tlie  Quarterly  meeting  recngnised,  but  not  without  opposition  from  several,  who 
nanifeated  their  disapfirobation  uf  tlio  committee  fitting  in  that  capacity  among  them; 
yet  acme  of  these  persons  appeared  afterwards  disposed  to  take  an  active  part  in  the 
coarse  of  transacting  the  business,  and  did  so. 

At  Uiat  Monthly  meeting  held  in  First-month  following,  Henry  ZoUickoflTer  and 
several  other  persons,  who  were  known  to  be  under  dealing  in,  or  dinowned  by  the 
Monthly  meeting  having  cognizance  of  their  cases,  having  intruded  themselves  into 
the  meeting,  and  refusing  to  leave  it  when  requested  so  to  do,  and  the  women's 
■Keting  bcmg  similarly  circumstanced,  and  both  being  thus  consequently  prevented 
fram  proceeding  with  their  business,  removed  to  a  school-house  on  the  same  lot,  af- 
ter it  waa  explicitly  stated  that  by  leaving  the  meeting  house  for  the  present,  they 
did  not  mftan  to  be  understood  as  relinquishing  their  right  to  it ;  and  after  some  con- 
aaltation  on  the  exi^ncy,  did  adjourn  the  Monthly  meeting  to  Mansfield  meeting 
bouae,  on  the  followmg  Sixth-duy,  where  it  was  accordingly  held  in  quietness,  and 
Friends  agreed  to  meet  at  the  snine  place  the  followiutr  month,  which  they  did. 

On  Fourth-dav  the  16tli  of  First-month  last,  scvcrHl  men  and  women  of  the  com- 
mittee  attended  Up{)cr  Springtield  Preparative  meeting,  where  they  found  a  few  of 
nach  MX,  together  with  the  clerks  of  the  men's  and  women's  meetings,  disposed  faith- 
I«Uy  to  support  the  discipline  and  good  order  of  the  society. 

OnFifln-day  the  17th  of  the  same  month,  soaie  of  the  commiltee  attended  the 
Fieparativc  meeting  of  Upper  Freehold,  but  nearly  all  the  members  present,  together 
anlk  tlie  clerks,  botli  among  the  men  and  women,  evidently  manifested  an  unwilliii^- 
■eaa  to  receive  the  committee  as  sent  by  a  superior  meeting,  and  evinced  a  disposi- 
tion to  act  as  connected  with  the  })eople,  who  have  set  up  and  held  meetings  contrary 
to  oar  discipline,  which  misconduct  was  testified  against,  and  the  few  Friends  who 
■tnained  with  the  cominittee  after  those  who  hud  assumed  to  transact  business  had 
lafl  the  house,  were  advised  and  encouraged  to  remain  firm  and  faithful,  uotwith- 
Jtanding  their  very  trying  situation. 

On  Fourth-day  tlie'JUth  of  last  month,  several  of  the  committee  attended  the  Pre- 
parmtive  meeting  of  Mansfield,  where  it  was  found  that  a  considerable  number  of 
botb  sexes,  together  with  the  clerks,  were  desirous  faithfully  to  maintain  our  disci- 
pline and  order,  but  there  were  others  who  evinced  a  very  contrary  dibposition,  and 
alao  aome  who  were  under  dealing  by  the  Monthly  meetings  to  which  they  belonged, 
for  disorderly  conduct,  being  present  and  refusing  to  withdraw,  Friends  tliought  it 
to  retire  elsewhere,  to  tranna*.!  the  business  of  the  Preparative  meeting;  the 
went  to  the  school-house  on  the  same  lot  with  the  meeting  house,  and  the  wo- 

n  to  a  Friend's  house  near,  where  they  respectively  transacted  their  business. 

Friends  of  Mount  Holly  Monthly  meeting  having*  been  for  several  months  past 
deprived  of  the  use  of  three  houses  belonging  to  them,  within  the  verge  of  that 
Monthly  meeting,  by  those  disorderly  persons,  wlio  have  undertaken  to  renounce  their 
aabordination  to,  aiid  connexion  with  our  Quarterly  meeting:  they  now  meet  for  the 
purpose  of  public  worshiji  in  a  school-house,  in  the  town  of  Mount  Holly,  where  the 
women  Friends  hold  their  meetings  for  discipline.  And  the  use  uf  a  room  in  an  ad- 
jacent building  has  also  been  obtained,  where  the  men  Friends  transart  theirs. 

This  Monthly  and  Preparati\f  meeting  has  beni  several  limes  attended  by  some  of 
the  committee,  who  have  had  .-aiisfaclion  in  sitting  with  those  few  Friends,  and  in 
otiaerving  their  faithful  endoa\ours  for  the  suppiTl  of  our  older  and  discipline,  and  it  is 
very  evident  that  under  the  weight  of  the  charge  devolved  upon  them,  they  with 
ethers  in  several  parts  of  our  Quarterly  meeting,  have  a  strong  claim  to  the  sympa- 
thy and  aid  of  their  tellow  labourers,  mign^rtd  in  the  same  righteous  cause. 

The  Monthly  meeting  uf  Little  Kgg  Harbour,  was  attended  by  some  of  the  com- 
-sittee  in  Twcl'tlh-monlh,  and  in  this  month  aUo.  together  with  the  Preparative  meet- 
constituting  it,  viz:   Banicgat  and  F^illle  t^gg  Harbour, all  which  are  held  in  a 


qiidrt  mnMr,  and  tat  ongfat  that  tj^pcarei),  in  <li>c  suboniintitiun  to  tlia  o 
mli^cnu  KKMtj, 

UappauBtbattbnwpenoniwbo  heretofore  w 
•tat  ban  tooktntba  ImhkIb of  iriisioua  rellowdiif ,  and  asHumed  to  mt  u, 
wbidi  thcrf  dSl  Qnuter^,  Monthly,  and  Prcparstivc  fneetinc*. 
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wmj  the  otben  within  the  ntm  oi 
bj  dmotioD  oTtbe  committeai  alTlMii 


lamMdnff  be 

, ,  Cheatoiaeld,Bordentown,ainl  Upper  FTcchoM, 

a  ftw  SKcaptioB^  Prlrada  an  at  times  subjected  to  great  iotertuplio 

■L — „»i__,u ;.i.i_.i jpj-  ijijg  Q,uarterly  meeting;  eignedo 

^iig  present  except  two. 

SAMUEL  CR 
SUSANNA  HKW 
Burlbigtui,  Steond-mciak  SUA,  l&2it. 


PfV«  349.    PfVpwitiDM/br  on  i  Amicable  SeltUmrnl  •/  Diff^e 

ftrtg,"  MonM  £cMMt  B,mi  Iheparl  o/Deato  and  ShottcHt.' 

7b  tii»  Ftimdi  t^CKtOtrJuld  Jilonthhj  Jlittlmg.  calUd  Orihodoi. ' 

t  Monthly  meeting  hns  been  plat 
aoaDee  of  four  witbdrawing  fhun  the  meeling  held  on  ihu  eighth  dav  «r  P 
M,aawwl  aa  at  otbartimaa,  baa  rendered  It  obligatory  "'    ' 

or  intention^  noithar  do  w«  in  conadenee  believe,  we  have 

daniha  jon  of  tbe  light  joa  majpoeEeeH  in  comnion  with  the  other  ruDoiben 

mfll^oaa  aodaty,  of  aaaembliiy  vonreclvee  with  us,  cither  for  the  purpoae  tg*am 
or  udi^iMiandaawflflillyMlieTeillo  be  incumbent  on  db,  10  endearmir  to  Itlj 
otitati  aa  wo  weold^  hare  otbera  do  to  as,  wc  now  ofTer,  if  yon  cannot  ouaStf. 
lioiul J  contbuie  to  jtan  with  na  in  ovr  meetings,  to  make  such  BTraDgvmenu  mM| 
be  agreed  upon  by  auitdile  peraona,  in  order  to  accommodale  both  you  and  no^na 
Aa  tSe  object  of  all  reli^ooa  aasociatians  ought  to  be  the  promction  ofhafiplneaflri 
,  eorolbrt  or  ila  memboTa,  it  is  our  sincere  desire  that  you  may  accede  lo  aone  aA** 
.   meat  by  which  that  happinesa  and  comibrl  mny  be  maLntained,  as  becotnpi  oiireln*- 

Signed  in  and  on  behalf  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  meeting  of  Frienda,  bald  thi  Hi 
day  of  Second-month,  1838.  > 

JEDIAII  MIDDLETON,  Oak.  ■ 


Page  366.     Slalement  tfFacU  referred  to  by  Abraham.  Lt 

At  an  adjourned  Monthly  meeting  of  Friends  held  al  Green  street,  PI 
the  4th  of  Tenth-moiilh,  1827. 

A  verbal  committee  having  been  appointed  at  our  Monthly  meeting  in  Btemi 
month  last,  to  prepare  a  statement  of  our  grievances  in  order  to  be  laid  beftvatfi 
Yearly  meeting,  produced  at  a  succeeding  meeting  a  document  which  waa  im^IkI 
approved;  and  the  subject  again  claiming  the  consideration  of  this  meetiiW^itWHIi 
die  30th  ult.  submitted  to  a  committee  for  re-examination,  with  tnatructiMM  to  mit 
such  amendments  and  additions  as  more  recent  occurreocea  render  expedieS^H^ 
submit  the  aaoic  for  the  cousideration  of  an  adjourned  meeting.  The  rollowa^lMla' 
ment  produced  by  them  being  now  read  and  deliberately  considered,  was  imiledwift 
and  directed  to  be  recorded  on  oiir  minutes.  It  was  refencd  to  the  committal^ It 
make  such  funlicr  disposition  thereof  as  may  appear  nioat  adviseable. 
Kxtracied  from  the  luiuulca. 

JOSEPU  WARNER,  Ctot 
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A  STA'rExMl::NT,iVo. 

Believingf  that  the  present  afiecting  stale  of  our  religious  society  (lemmids  that  the 
Ikcta  which  have  been  essentially  its  procuring  cause,  so  far  as  Green  street  Monthly 
meeting  stands  connected  therewith,  should  be  iaithfully  developed ;  and  that  the 
time  has  fully  arrived  when  such  un  exposition  should  be  made,  tor  the  justification 
of  Ihe  character  of  our  Monthly  nieetin||r,  and  lor  tiie  purpose  of  fairly  exhibiting  its 
proceeding  that  all  may  Judge  of  them  as  they  really  exist;  this  Monthly  meeting 
conceives  it  has  become  its  duty  to  record  the  following  statement. 

When  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  Philadelphia  consented  to  the  establishment  of 
Green  street  Monthly  meeting,  the  discipline  which  had  been  adopted  by  the  Yearly 
nieeting  of  Pliiladelphia,  was  conso(|uontly  admitted  to  be  the  rule  which  sliould 
reflate  the  operations  of  both  the  Quarterly  and  Monthly  meetings.  In  this  book 
ofaiscipHne  is  the  following  clause  in  relation  to  Friends  who  may  be  concerned  to 
visit,  as  ministers,  the  different  meetings  of  Friends,  out  of  the  limits  of  this  Yearly 
meeting,  viz : 

*-  Agreed,  that  when  any  Friend  is  religiously  concerned  to  make  a  visit  to  the 
meetings  of  Friends  beyond  the  limits  of  this  Yearly  meeting,  and  lias  obtained  a 
certificate  for  tJiat  purpose  from  the  Monthly  meeting  of  which  he  or  she  is  a  mem- 
ber, that  the  concern  be  also  laid  before  the  respective  (Quarterly  meeting  for  its 
concurrence  and  endorsement,"  &c.     Page  (Ui. 

With  such  a  certificate,  and  so  endorsed,  a  miniateringr  Friend  applied,  in  Twclllh- 
moatb,  183i?,  to  visit  the  famihes  of  this  meeting,  which  service  beinor  nearly  com- 
pleted, he  attended  our  Monthly  meeting,  and  on  presenting  liis  certificate,  an  cn- 
domement  expressive  of  our  unity  with  his  gospel  labours  amongst  us,  was,  witliout 
a  dieaenting  voice,  directed  to  be  made  on  it.  After  which  an  elder  of  our  meeting, 
in  hie  official  capacity,  in  conjunction  with  several  others,  elders  of  the  other  city 
neetings,  (who,  at  this  time,  and  previously,  composed  a  self  constituted  meeting  of 
eUdeni}  concerting  measures  out  of  the  order  of  society,)  signed  a  paper  which  im- 
pMclied  tlie  gospel  ministry  of  the  said  Friend,  and  thereby  vmmteradcd  and  arraign' 
ed  the  judgment  come  to  by  this  meeting:  although  this  Friend,  our  elder,  was 
pfewnt  when  the  endorsement  was  made,  and  so  far  concurred  with  it  as  to  observe, 
when  a  proposition  was  made  to  alter  it,  that  he  ^*  thought  it  would  do.*' 

We  are  thus  particular  in  stating  these  circumstances,  because  we  conscientiously 
believe  that  the  sorrowful  disscntions  amongst  us,  have,  in  great  part,  grown  out  of 
this  combination  of  elders. 

Next  in  order  we  think  it  right  to  state,  that  in  consequence  of  tliis  and  other  acts 
of  opposition  to  the  Monthly  meeting,  the  aforesaid  elder  was  taken  under  care  of 
the  meeting,  through  the  medium  of  its  overseers.  After  which  tliis  Friend,  in  con- 
nexion with  several  others,  parties  in  the  question  at  issue,  (who  toj^ether  composed 
the  greater  part  of  our  Preparative  meeting  of  ministers  and  emers,)  requested 
aanatance  of  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  hi  an  abstract  unspecified 
eaae:  which  request  was  acceded  to,  and  in  Eleventh-month,  1823,  a  committee  was 

S pointed.     This  committee  was  continued  in  service  more  than  a  year.     Within 
at  interval,  and  after  continued  hut  unavaihng  eflbrts  to  effect  a  reconciliation,  a 
conclusion  was  come  to  by  this  Monthly  meeliiifr,  to  release  tlie  aforesaid  Friend 
fiom  the  station  of  an  elder.    'Y\io  committee  then  made  a  re]K)rt,  in  which  they 
complained  that  Green  street  Monthly  meeting  had,  in  a  summary  way,  taken  the 
bnainesa  out  of  their  hands.     But  this  allegation,  we  conceive,  is  not  well  founded. 
Because,  as  before  observed,  it  can  be  proved  by  the  Friends  own  acknowledgment, 
that  the  meeting  by  its  overseers,  had  his  case  previously  under  care ;  and  moreover, 
the  aforesaid  committee  had  no  case  specified,  as  the  discipline  directs. 
We  object  to  these  proceedings  for  the  following  reasons,  viz : 
1.  Because  a  considerable  prufX)rtion  of  the  most  intluentiul  and  active  members  of 
the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  being  of  the  number  of  those  that 
composed  the  self-constituted  meeting  of  elders  before  alluded  to,  were  parties  in 
Ihe  case,  and  consequently,  il  could  not  be  expected  that  they  would  adjud<>u  a^anibt 
their  own  cause. 


446 

2.  Because  tlic  Prcparnlive  meeting  of  iniiiuitcrs  anil  elders  was  not  united  in 
tnakiiifi^  the  reques-t.     And 

;].  Because  tliosc  individuals  who  ninde  tlio  request  were  i>arlie8  in  the  case. 

The  next  thinrr  we  notice  is  the  circuinslance  tlmt  in  Elcvcnth-montb,-18;24,  the 
Quarterly  nioctin<r  oi'  ministers  and  elders  presented  a  remonstrance  to  the  general 
Quarterly  meeting  in  the  case  of  the  Friend  before  alluded  to,  which  arraigned  Green 
street  Monthly  meeting  hefuro  that  meetinj^jr. 

In  addition  lo  this,  a  memorial  was  presented  by  the  Friend  himffelt*,  complaining  of 
tlic  conduct  of  our  Monthly  meeting  in  his  casis  This  memorial  was  read  by  the 
clerk  immediately  after  the  remonstrance,  without  observing  the  usual  order  of 
Kociety,  which  lias  been  to  appoint  a  committee  to  examine  all  nnoHicial  documents, 
previously  to  their  being  read:  the  dork  thus  taking  on  himself  the  responsibility  of 
introducing  into  the  meeting  (nomphiiutfrom  one  pnrtih  which  now  appears  on  record 
against  us.  These  pa]>ers  were  admitted,  or  rather  forced  on  the  minutes  of  the 
general  Quarterly  meeting,  contrary  to  the  judgment  expressed  by  a  large  part  of 
said  meeting. 

In  reference  to  these  transactions,  we  remark,  1.  That  the  Quarterly  meeting  of 
ministers  and  elders,  in  taking  up  the  case,  or  in  making  any  representation  to  the 
general  Quarterly  meeting  in  relation  to  the  subject,  and  more  especially  by  its  ar- 
raignment of  our  Monthly  meeting  or  its  proceedings,  committed  a  direct  infraction 
upon  that  part  of  our  discipline,  which  declares,  that  *'  none  of  the  said  meetings  of 
ministers  and  elders  are  in  ant/icUt'  to  intertere  with  the  business  of  any  meeting /or 
digriplinf."     Pni^c  r»7. 

2.  The  general  Quarterly  meeting  by  entering  this  remonstrance  on  its  minutes, 
and  by  acting  upon  it,  sanctioned  this  violation  of  our  discipline,  and  thus  became  a 
party  against  one  of  its  branches,  and  by  that  act,  virtually  absolved  Green  street 
Monthly  meeting  from  further  accountability  to  it  as  a  superior  uiceting. 

3.  By  admitting  the  memorial  of  our  elder,  as  aforesaid,  the  Quarterly  meeting 
sanctioned  and  became  accessary  to  a  violation  of  the  first  principles  of  gospel  order, 
recognised  by  our  discipline,  viz :  that  endeavours  be  used  by  the  party  offended  to 
obtain  a  reconciliation  with  the  party  offending,  previously  to  any  charge  being  pre- 
ferred: agreeably  to  the  injiniction  of  Christ,  *'  if  thy  brother  shall  trespass  against 
thee,  aro  and  tell  liini  his  t'aiilt,  between  thee  Jind  hini  alone,"  ^:c.  [Set:  intmdxwiitm 
lo  dmiplinr.^  'J'his  iinj>()rtant  nMjnisilion  (»!'  the  <lisci])]ine  was  neglected  by  our 
f'lder,  wiu)  did  not  so  much  as  iufurin  our  Monthly  meeting  of  his  intention  to  arraign 
it  before  the  C|uarterly  nioeting. 

4.  The  Quarterly  nuM'ting  of  minifc^tcrs  and  elders,  by  coming  to  a  judgment  to 
make  a  remonstrance  against  our  Monthly  meoting,  nmslUuhd  itsdf  a  fHirty  ag;ainsi 
us.  This  tact  was  to  far  admitted  by  the  gcnoral  Quarterly  meeting,  that  when  the 
coi^e  was  referred,  in  f-'iflii-inonth,  lo2<>,t.o  the  Yearly  nieelincf,  and  h  committee  was 
.'I bout  to  be  ajipoinlod  to  represent  it  there,  a  jlecision  was  come  to, that  the  members 
of  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  should  he  privih'ged  to  nama  out  of 
^hitl  hixhj  om-half  of  th:  s.ihl  (.ofumitlrr,  and  that  the  members  of  (irccn  street  Month- 
ly meeting  might  name  the  other  half. 

6.  The  same  parties  who  conipope  the  Qnartf^rly  meetinor  of  ministers  and  elders, 
and  who  had  presented  the  afo^•^aid  remonstrance  again  in  the  gt-neral  Quarterly 
meeting,  *<i/ //I  7W(/ifm</i/  (ti^ainst  uur  c'Vc»«////y  «'f<r///?^'-,  and  were  the  active  men  in 
forcing  the  measure. 

In  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  ehlers  in  Kighth-monlh,  1 .'{;'»»,  a  second 
committee  was  appointed,  specially  to  ruliise  out/ ttinfixt  ouv  Preparative  meeting  of 
mmisters  and  elders.  TU\<  appointmnit  was  grounded  upon  a  6>mall  {ibatmient  made 
in  the  answers  to  the  rpwries  received  from  said  Preparative  meeting,  although  as 

freat  deficiencies  were  acknowledged  in  the  answers  received  Irom  at  ieabt  one  other 
'reparative  meeting. 

This  committee  reported  the  ministry  unsound,  on  the  accusation  of  i»ne  individual, 
and  against  the  evidence  of  all  the  remaining  j)art  of  thi;  meetin«j.  and  contrary  to 
the  orticial  answers  to  the  queries.  This  report  v\as  adopted  bv  the  Quarterly  meet- 
ing. 

On  the  bHine  cvidciur,  liju  coiuniittce  idiniij'ul  tu  on  'fu/oftr,  a  njuiktcr  wlio  tlien 
nas  and  «  onlniurf.-  t«    hr  m  initij  with  tJio   Monthly  nn"»^hn«',  nnd.  »v\irptinL',  his  8C- 
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r,  with  the  Prepnrative  meeting  of  ministen  and  elders,  and  sttmmoned  him 
to  attend  before  p^irt  of  their  number,  without  the  permission  of  the  snid  Preparative 
meeting. 

Respecting  these  measures  we  make  the  followiiig  observations : 

1.  In  case  of  deficiencies  acknowlcdtrod  in  the  official  answers  to  tlie  qneries,  the 
ratent  of  the  power  given  by  the  discipline  to  (Quarterly  meetings  of  ministers  and 
•Idera  is  to  counsei  and  tulcisf  their  consLituent  Pr(*parativc  meetings.  The  words  of 
the  cKflcipIine  are,  *^  and  in  the  said  (Quarterly  mcolings,  the  queries  are  also  to  be 
with  the  answers  which  are  brought  from  their  Preparative  meetings,  and  the 
of  the  members  weightily  considered,  that,  where  occaHion  requires  it,  advice 
eomuel  may  be  seasonably  extended,"  &:c.  Pas^e  CO.  The  Quarterly  meeting, 
theiefbte,  by  undertaking  to  (usti^t  the  Preparative  meeting,  (by  which  was  intended, 
wm  mbsequent  events  demonstrated,  to  procure  a  charge  against  a  member  of  the 
Preparative  meeting,  in  opposition  to  the  sense  and  judgment  of  said  meeting,)  ex- 
hibited in  its  conduct  a  manifest  example  of  assumption  of  power. 

S.  The  committee,  by  reporting  the  ministry  unsound  on  the  accusation  of  one 
individual,  and  contrary  to  the  olhcial  answers,  conmiitted  a  direct  infringement  of 
that  part  of  our  discipline  which  directs,  that  **  a  timely  and  tender  care  be  extended 
lasiich  person  according  to  gospel  order;  first  by  the  individuals  concerned,  and  then 
hy  the  Preparative  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  to  which  he  or  she  may  belong  :*' 
ud  that  **  should  these  labours  prove  unavailing,  report  of  the  vase  should  be  made 
bmihai  meeting  to  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  and  there  a  few 
Friends  be  deputed  to  assist,"  &c.     Spc  page  GJS. 

We  say,  this  proceeding  of  the  committee  was  a  direct  violation  of  the  discipline 

because,  1.  No  labour  on  account  of  unsoundness  in  ministry  had  been  extended 
\ff  the  Preparative  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders.  '2.  The  Preparative  meeting 
Mid  not  made  the  pre-requisitc  report  to  the  Quarterly  meeting,  wbirh  the  discipline 
eipieariy  enjoins.  3.  The  committee  demonstrated  a  disjiosition  of  unkindly  feeling 
teonr  Preparative  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  by  taking  the  accusation  of  one 
indindaal  in  opposition  to  our  otiicial  answers  to  the  queries,  and  by  reportuig  ac- 
coidinKly« 

9ii  Tlie  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  by  adopting  this  report,  and  by 
eoetinuing  the  committee  in  service  under  such  circumstances,  sanctioned  this  viola- 
tHB  of  diwipline  and  gospel  order. 

4.  The  committee  by  identifying  and  attempting  to  visit  as  an  offender,  a  minister 
to  whom  no  care  had  been  extended  by  the  said  Preparative  meeting,  and  who  was 

vnity  both  with  the  Monthly  meeting  and  the  Preparative  meeting  of  ministers 

'elMFB,  and  by  thus  identifying  him  in  opposition  to  the  official  answers  to  the 
riea,  committed  a  direct  infraction  upon  the  discipline  before  cited.  This  act  of 
committee  also  involved  a  principle  calculated  to  promote  discord  among  the 
nembers  of  our  Preparative  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  and  between  saidPre- 
petstive  meeting  and  the  Monthly  meeting.  It  had  also  an  obvious  tendency  to  ob- 
■tract  the  clear  answering  of  the  third  query,  respecting  ministers  and  elders,  viz: 
*•  are  they  in  unity  one  with  another,  and  with  the  meeting  they  belong  to,  harmo- 
BMMiely  labouring  for  truth's  honour?"    Pog^e  96. 

We  next  state,  that  on  account  of  open  and  continued  opposition  manifested  by 
two  of  our  women  elders,  not  only  to  the  Monthly  meeting  but  to  particular  members. 
tidi  meeting,  after  having  appointed  a  committee  to  take  into  consideration  the  rela- 
tite  Btanding  of  our  elders,  and  afler  having,  on  their  united  report,  weightily  de- 
Ebented  upon  the  subject,  came  to  the  judgment  that  the  service  of  these  two 
Friends  had  ceased  as  elders  of  the  meeting.  And  accordingly  they  were  released 
ftom  said  service,  on  the  authority  of  the  following  disciphnc. 

1.  That  part  of  the  third  query  just  cited,  which  reipiires  that  ministers  and 
elders  be  *<in  unity  one  with  another,  and  with  the  meeting  they  belong  to." 
Pi^  96. 

t.  That  part  of  our  discipline  respecting  elders,  which  directs  that  Monthly  meet- 
ings take  care  <<  that  the  Friends  chosen  for  that  service,  be  prudent,  solid  Friends, 
and  that  they  do  carefully  discharice.  the  truot  confided  to  them."  Page  63.  Both 
tbeae  injunctions  of  the  discipline  obviously  make  it  obligatory  on  Monthly  meetings, 
to  have  such  elders  only  as  are  in  unity  with  them,  anu  also,  to  have  none  that  are 
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noi  qiinliHoil  lor  ilic  »lal  u»n,  or  lliat  «!»»  not  •'  rnrornlly  (li:=rliar<TO  the  trust  confided  to 

.:.  That  |nri  ••fn-ir  .Msrijilii'..'  wh'wh  direcl?  what  courco  shall  be  pursued  in  raect- 
uij^s  uriiiiM.-tfrs  uui]  oitl-rc  in  ivl«'ivuco  to  thonMua^cofa  iiiomlier  ol' those  meetings 
wiio  may  ••  l»f  IhMUiriit.  l»y  liOL^iirt'U'jo,  uutaitlitnliioss,  or  othorwiso.to  ha\e  lost  liia 
or  her  service  iu  tliui  tftatii»u,  su  as  l«»  bi-'conic  the  s^uhji'ct  of  uneasiness  and  burthen- 
giiiin." — yiit  uiiinifi'stlv  iri\ini;  an  ii>it'H,Jnil  nmf  fhtr>tni).inf  riiiht  iiiul  authority  to 
JShmlkhj  m'tliiij:s,  to  taUo  siUfh  nidiviihials  luulor  lare,  in  tlic  words  tuUuwing,  viz: 
*' vet  ni.»t  s-.i  as  lo  he  unil«'r  tl)»?  eari*  of  a  mnlin:^-  .#/'  ilis'i//ii>u-  on  thnf  account  or  for 
ui'iseoudncl."  Tiie  \vor«!s  -  that  account"  nianile>iiy  reterrin«^  to  /.^#*f  of  service,  by 
*•  iienhtrenco,  unt'aiiliruliu.-s,  or  otlicrwi.-o."     y'»/i;»  «»o. 

We  hehe\ei!.  au«l  we  are  oouiin.u'il  in  the  cerrectnLSr^  oi'  tiie  conchision,  that  thia 
last  part  of  \U>^  tli.-cipiiue  citi/il.  taken  m  coniu-xitin  \\it!i  the  otiier  two  parts,  fully 
autliori/oil  and  eiijoinet!  tin?  .M'.»nlhly  m  ■••Jni^r,  en  liio  ^rnunul  thai  their  service  had 
ceased  iu  that  crii»at:iiy,  to  rfli*ase  lh«'  FrltMids  het'ore  alhided  to.  t'roni  their  station 
as  elders  iu  this  ni'/etiu'r.  Ami  ju  .  .'n/.^'jlv,  a>  iM-fore  «»b«cived,  a  minute  was  made 
to  that  elVcrt. 

Arterwurds  tho.-o  FruMid*  olV^red  to  tli«'  (Quarterly  mootiuir,  a  written  coumumica- 
tion,  statuiir  in  pfcneral  term>!  that  the\  wen-  a^^irrieved  hy  tite  pn)cecdiui^s  of  Green 
>treet  Monthlv  mectiuir.  without  si»ecilviii'r  in  u-f/.u  rcsn^rfs  tliev  cousiilered  them- 
helves  ai:irrieved. 

A  stronir  ollbrt  was  tlicn  made  in  the  Quarlcrlv  moetinir  bv  certain  members,  to 
make  this  an  appeal  case;  hut  thi:?  measure  was  tixerruled. 

<Jur  representatives  and  oth^T  memhers  alleujpti.'il  to  explain  what  the  alleged 
pfriovanee  was;  but  this  was  sirenu»)u?ly  ohjectod  to,  on  the  plea,  tiiat  as  the  Quar- 
tcrlv  meetiui;  was  not  olliriallv  iutormed  of  the  nature  and  merits  of  the  case,  it  had 
nori•rht,a!^  a  Quart(*rlv  mectiiiir,  to  know  anv  tinner  about  thoni;  and  hence  was 
urtred  the  neces^^ify  i»f  aj>p(jiutu>ir  a  oonuniltee  to  intpnre  into  the  circumstanccis. 

In  this  way  the  Ouarterlv  meeting  came  to  the  iudirmont  that  a  committee  should 
be  ap|>oiuted  to  invesli-^ate  into  the  nature  of  the  su)»|>osed  irrievanco,  that  a  fair  un- 
derstandiu«r  miirlit  be  had  liy  the  moothitr.  in  resJp(icl  to  the  propriety  of  hearing  the 
complainants,  and  a  conenitti-i*  was  accordiui^iy  ni»minat«*«l.  Tiiis  committee  under- 
took to  tr.in-l'»rni  the  liu.'iMorial  iif  these  old.'rs  niio  an  api'eal  caM*.  wailed  on  our 
Monthly  nu'e'.inir.  and  n.Miiu'.-te.i  it  tn  apponit  a  cumniMlee  lo  carr\  lur ward  before 
theiii  tiie  minuti'v"^  of  •)ur  prortM'diuir.--. 

Hut  tlii<  iJKM'tiii-x  helievini^  that  the  tinar!i»rly  meeiiiiu's  eouimiiter  had  not  been 
authorized  to  lake  tln^  course,  lliut  our  -Monthly  nicetiu"'-  was  not  authori/.eil  to  sane- 
lion  It,  that  by  the  di>cn>liin;  tiie  ()uart».'rlv  meeiintr  il.stif'  had  no  jurisdiction  in  tlie 
ease,  and  aU-)  bf'iievini.',  not.  onl)  on  {]»]>  account,  but  because  i>f  the  ^rreal  dif^uuity 
in  the  Qunrlerly  ni'-i.tini;.  tlnit  the  ain'ointment  was  irn.H'ular,  decluied  nommatinjj 
any  committee. 

The  (juurtorly  meetiuLrfC  connniltee  portistcd,  howevi'r.  in  their  determination  lo 
make  it  an  np|».'al;  and  accordinifly,  witlnnit  any  couimitii-e  hayiuir  been  appointed 
hy  us,  and  without  intorniini,'-  tlie  (iuarteriy  meeting  what  it  was  iiial  uur  meetiuij 
iiad  done. reported  it  a-lli«'ir  I'ldLruH'nt.  thai  tin:  proc•.•^•din:;;^  of  lireen  r-liect  Monthly 
meetin^f  in  n-lntjon  t«)  th»'M;  two  I'^ri'Mids,  he  aunullei!. 

Here  airain  our  r.»])re.sen{!itiy«?.  iiud  otiier  members  allemjited  lo  explain  that  it 
was.  or  had  been  c-Mi-litnted,  an  ujtf>r,il />ir  t'lr  t;;iu r  (ff' an  ii:!')\-  lljat  these  two 
Kriends:  had  merely  been  roleased  from  that  station:  and  moieov«'r,  the.  conversion 
ot'this  case  into  an  ap]>e:jl.  (ui  the  .-onse  in  which  liial  ti.'riu  is  usc.'d  in  tiie  discipline.) 
had  been  ny.-i ruled  by  the  pn-cediuir  (Quarterly  ineetuiL'"-  Hut  wi*  were  told,  us  we 
had  been  ni  >.»ine  other  cases  (»liered  to  the  con.- nigral  ion  of  the  (.Quarterly  meetiuir, 
that  '•  the  nuinhers  of  (Jn.'eu  street  nieeiinir  couiil  not  be  heanl." 

So  that  the  (iuarteriy  moetinir  remains  \el  innntoimed  t»f  the  i!v.  hiou  of  our 
meetiuLT.  and  a!>o  of  liie  nature  of  tin-  suppt»sed  irrieyiince.  ^■(.t  ueve^thele^s  a 
minute  is  rc-orded  «.n  the  hvud»s  of  said  (iuarirrly  nu'etiui:,  adopting  the  judgment 
of  the  conimiltot*,  that  the  prococimos  of  our  nie(*tiiii2  ui?  aunull.'.J. 

To  tliesi- niiNisnre^  Wo  make  tho  lollow  iiii;  ohjerii.ui.s- -1.  Tlic  cumnnltee  trans- 
formed this  case  into  an  api)o:il.  ai-au^l  the  e.vpiv.--  under.' liMulin  >;  ol'  the  Quarterly 
nii'efiii'r. 
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S.  On  their  report,  the  tluartcrly  Mcctiupf  Minclioncd  tliia  procrcdiniy ;  and 
ereby  assumed  tlic  principle,  tliat  coiniiiiltccs  have  a  rij^ht  to  exceed  tlic  inslruc- 
>ns  of  the  mcetini^  a|)pointinf^  them  to  service. 

3.  There  is  no  di&ciplinc  wliich  recognised  a  ri'jht  to  apjKjal  for  the  ofllcc  of  an 
den 

4.  TJie  Quarterly  meetinsr.  by  recognising  this  case  as  an  appeal,  in  eflcct  assumed 
itecirtbe  power  to  make  discipline. 

5.  By  tliis  act  the  (|nartcrly  meeting  has  denied  to  ^lonlhly  meetings,  their  right 
'selecting  from  among  their  own  memhcr?,  such  as  ihey  may  douni  most  eligible  to 
1  the  offices  ofsaid  njcelings ;  and  has  also  ashumcd  Ihe'right  to  oblige  our  jVlonthly 
ceting  to  acknowledge  such  as  the  Quarterly  iMeeling  may  think  suitable. 

6.  By  tliis  act  the  (iuarterly  meeting  liaj  (l«-»cl:iroiK  that  although  ^lonthly  mect- 
gs  are  competent  to  judge  of  the  fpiaiijiailion  of  individuals  to  serve  thrni  as  elders, 
t  they  arc  not  compotent  to  jti«!go  ol*  a  dhqualijhalion ;  or,  in  other  words,  the 
uartcrly  meeting  has  declared,  that  tlie  pov:cr  which  npjKnnis  is  not  snfficUtii  to 
icfise  an  older  from  onice. 

7-  By  this  net  the  Quarterly  meeting  has  a.-tunued  the  principh*,  that  in  a  remou 
ranco  or  an  appeal,  ir.  ia-  not  uficc^^c^ary  thai,  tho  morlinir  tlmuld  know  that  the  party 
:3  been  diprivid  of  am/  ri'^hl  nr  pnrilf^t  by  lh«."  nit  of  a  Monthly  moutiug,  or  what 
cdccishn  of  the  Monthly  mcrting  \\i.\c  been  in  relation  to  the  paily. prior  to  ils  re 
rsal  by  the  Quarterly  meeting. 

i\.  The  (Quarterly  meeting,  by  ad«>])ting  the  report  ••fthe  cnuujiiilee  to  aiuiul  the 
ocecdings  of  (Jreen  htieet  Monthly  inoetiug,  «U  ridi  d  Hie  «nie.*'tii'|i  which,  at  a  pre 
ous  Quarterly  mtetinir,  when  the  ea.'n  of  I  he  elder  lir.-t  aIlu«U.d  to  was  belore  if,  it 
Teed  to  refer  to  tho  Veailv  m'Mjtinir  lor  its  delerniinaliun. 

To  proceeil  now  with  our  narrati\e,  it  will  bo  pro])er  heie  to  recur  to  tin?  rcmon 
ranee  of  the  (Quarterly  meeting  of  minirtert:  and  rlderr  again.^t  our  Monthly  meet 
g',  and  the  memorial  oi'  the  elder  just  noticed,  and  which,  a.'>  ha:^  boeu  mentioned, 
e  gfcncral  (Quarterly  meeting  concluded  in  Fillh-mfUtli,  li;jn,to  lay  before  Hie 
early  meeting.  In  relation  to  the  ca^^e  gri)wing  out  of  lliC!r»^  it  v.ill  be  ^ulliciont  to 
ate,  that  owing  to  the  disunity  and  di.  cordant  vieu.i  apparent  in  the  Yearly  mect- 
g,  this,  with  .several  important  .^jubjeetii  th-.it  had  come  up  from  other  Qiiarterly 
cctings,  was  dismis-sed  without  lieing  taken  up — tlifit  b«)dy  thu-?  acknowledging 
lelf  incompetent  to  their  adjudication.  Hence  our  Monthly  meeting  was  neces- 
.rily  left  without  a  remedy,  \ic  it  regarded  the  proceedings  uf  I'hiladelphia  Quar- 
rly  meeting. 

We  will  next  direct  our  attention  to  the  circumstance  of  the  appointment  of  a 
>mmittcc  in  the  (Quarterly  meeting  to  vitit  the  Monthly  meetings.  This  aj»|)oint- 
ent  took  place  in  Eleventh-month.  lo'2G;  and  although  the  opposition  to  it  was  so 
?cat  that  the  clerk  at  one  time  declarer?,  that  he  could  not  couccientiou.-ly  receive 
imes  ibr  it,  yet  after  nnich  time  jpeiit  \\\  di:;iMisting  the  mcatiure,  aiul  in  total  dis- 
igard  of  the  judgment  cxpioj^ed  by  a  large,  if  not  the  laigcr  pait  of  the  meeting,  a 
immittce  was  appointed. 

Ab  it  had  become  manife.it  by  the  proceeding.:?  of  tii»-:  (iuartcily  meetiiur,  that  our 
jhts  as  a  xMonthly  mot.'tinir  wiuild  not  be  respected,  it  wa.j  eoneludcd,  atUT  dohbe- 
ite  consideration,  at  a  MMUtijly  meeting  hold  Fourthnmnth!  la.-«t,  to  dis.»dve  our 
>nne.xion  with  l*hdn<lelphia  (Quarterly  meeting.  A  minute  c  xprc:  "i\«;  of  this  con- 
usion  was  ma<b\  nnd  a  committoo  appointed  to  give  the  information  to  the  next 
tuartcrly  meeting  to  be  held  in  rifih  month.  'J'lu.s  ua;-  done  by  one  of  the  Friends 
>ininated  to  that  service,  who  al.-o  Iniil  on  the  table  of  the  clcik  a  copy  of  the  minutu 
'this  Monthly  meeting  on  that  .-ubjrct,  which  wa.-:reail. 

At  this  Quarterly  inectin:;  the  forcmeiitioned  cominittie  which  had  been  appoint- 
1  to  visit  the  Mont  lily  meelinjrs.  made  a  report,  in  which  they  recommended  that 
•rcen  street  Monthlymcetinir  should  be  Iniii  down,  and  it.--  members  attached  to  the 
>rtlicrn  di^jtrict  M<»nHi}y  meetiii:'.  which  rep.rt  wa.-  ailopted. 
Tothe?e  proceeding.-,  '^n  the  pin  of  the  (^u-nt.  rly  meetmi'.  uc  olijeci.     1.  Tlui 
re\iou=-ly  to  this  net  of  the  (^uarieily  nn-trtm.;  ot  l*lnl.o!tlplii.i,Cii..i  ii  .to  «i  AJuutldy 
.eelin/  had  (li.=.A.'l\».d  it.>  « «  mmlxiuu  \»'ti!  thai  :.M».f  li}i.».  and  wn.  tlr.n  lijie  ni.»t  undi;r 
» jurisdiction   und  •.»!  thi.  tucr  Hie  •|uaiitilv  mectm^^  bad  been  elln  lally  inlbrmcd. 
?    In  airi-nipt.Mi'];  ♦«:!  i.iv  dyv.  u  our  Month' v  nii-etnii:,  "jH,eu»  tii.5.t   Atamuig  its 
Vol..  TT..-^/ 


Dgpntont  U)tii0iMifiin>,lli«  q.iiuuirly  niec.tiiiif  hroko  the  follow loff  lUecipUptti  Vi 
►■■III  mn-rci'il  ihiii  riii  Qiinrlcily  niuclins  ^w  "I «^cr /oiii (J«im,  wltlioDt  tf 

'    (<r  '  I  I'lir.  uo  Muulliiy  uiaetititf  without  llta  conmnt  at  tin? 

[II.  '  .    |inrativcor  ollitr  vttttiajfj'ar  tiiuiiut*  or uvvihip,lill 

1.1  iiii'i«/t-i(  maiU,  and  vhcn  lher4 apptvotil,  ikv  ooui 

»4i     ■■  '     l.- aWoWauiml."    Pitge^Z. 

I      IJy  iliia  iwh-  il  1^  wanifoeti  ttjat  a  QunrWrlv  nieolinL.-  ■ 

■liiicnilirm  ur  {irt-'viuit  Ibo  ccttitig  up  or  Uymg  aown  <a 

■<UMIt  itial  a  Quoitcrty  niDCtiog  cannot  ky  down  a  "  I 

lifiir  buiincM  or  woMltip,  ttU  ap[iliculii)ii  to  Lbo  Muni^ 

I  Wien  lluui!  approved,  til 0  cuiuodI  ortLc  Qunrtsriy  iii' 

H^dmitlin^,  however.  Uiat  ihcy  i!a  uot  incliiiic  a  Mun'.; 

KtvttippoiH!,  ihnt  wbeie  ilivra  uit)upuw«Tt»  lay  down 

pjiy  downaeuporioiiacGting.    It  tollowa.lhorPlbrc.lh.i:  ■  .■...] 

■jfaf  not  having  madg  Buch  an  application,  tho  quarterly  [iiLX'tiiig  itnil  no  autUarity 

1  S.  A<  tho  diacipllno  was  tlio  compact  guarantood  to  this  Uontld^  mcetli^,  ud 
■jlrint  WB«  not  conceded  in  that  compact  wns  uiiijucilioiiAlily  rotainud;  t>r  m  o(* 
a  WoTtb,  aa  m  accujfiing  tlie  diaciplino  wliea  we  became  a  braneli  of  i'hilaildpliia  tf/t 
Wtar,  wo  gave  do  vucIi  power  to  Uy  down  our  meeting,  it  ie  not  uuw  to  Iw  tmpbed  Ui 
r-fluch  power  wna  intended  by  tho  terms  of  Iho  compact. 

4.  Tho  absurdity  of  the  application  of  the  ruJe  as  cooctnind  hy  tho  Quut 
meeting,  becomes  evident  v))ien  appUod  to  Uie  teUingwofit  Uontlily  meeting  w 
out  tho  uoDMul  of  the  parlies  who  era  to  coiupoBO  aucli  mooting — tLeeame  pti 
pla  clearly  applying  in  both  catce. 

5.  To  eii[>iMec  Uut  Uio  right*  of  a  Monthly  mcctine  are  to  be  transferred  at  tl 
option  of  a  ituarlerly  meeting,  \a  rcpugnaut  both  to  tlic  letter  end  the  epirit  of  l] 
dwciplloe,  a*  this  would  implj'  the  existooco  of  a  powoi  la  the  quarletlj  nie«tiiig,< 
&UBch  UK,  or  memb^rii,  to  any  Monthly  mcoling  witliin  the  llnuts  of  tho  aoid  quwti 
pot  withstanding  tlio  Inconvenience  or  injualico  that  ought  be  conECijueat  on  ntelf 

0.  Were  it  admitted  that  the  Quarterly  meeting  had  the  aliHlract  right  lo  It 
^' down  a  Alonthly  meeting  without  its  conEent,  there  wae  no  valid  reason  oxietiiig  t 
r.'  the  procedure  in  the  case  of  Green  slreet  Monthly  meeting.  Our  Monthly  meeting, 
K  tiad  not  only  been  regularly  kept  up,  and  tho  diacipline  administered  with  proprifilyv. 
rbut  we  had  been  favoured  to  enjoy  a  greater  degtee  of  unity  and  hnrmony  thun  any 

■  other  or  the  Monthly  meelinga  in  tho  city.     For  Iheae  and  the  above  reasoos,  tli~ 

■  iirovoeding  of  the  Quarterly  aicctiiig-  of  Philadelphia  can  only  be  regarded  aj  an  ai 
B-'Utrnry  measure,  uiiwarranted  by  discipline. 

P  Our  Monthly  meeting  having,  as  hoa  been  stated,  dissolved  Its  connexion  witli  P 
I  hdvlphia  Quarter,  came  nlso  to  tlie  concluaion  to  apply  to  Abington  Quarterly  me 
kliagi  to  be  received  as  a  branch  of  that  mcetine'.    The  application  wis  sccorduu 

■  brought  before  that  Quarter  in  Fiith-nionth  last, in  which, on  a-full  and  ileein 
*  GXprossion  of  the  e<.':i«g  of  that  meeting,  tiic  proposal  was  agreed  to,  and  a  copf 

the  winule  ihcn  nindo  was  directed  to  be  sent  down  to  our  Monthly  meeting,  Wfiii 
from  that  period  became  a  branch  of  Abingloa  Quarterly  meeting. 
IniuBtificotionof  this  step,  wo  observe — 

1.  That  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  Philadelphia,  by  admitting  on  ita  record*  th 
proceedings  of  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  in  direct  oppoiilloB 
that  rule  of  (liacipline,  which  says,  "none  of  the  said  meetings  of  miniBtoroand   "" 
BTO  in  anywise  to  interfere  willl  the  business  of  any  meetinE  for  discipline,"  : 
oilier  infractions  of  the  discipline,  noticed  in  this  statement,  did  virtuuly  n ' 
Monthly  meeting  from  accountability  to  said  Quarter  as  a  superior  n 
being  evident  that  our  subordination  was  to  be  in  lh4  order  pracrAed  b 
pUat,  and  not  out  of  it.     And  therefore  as  the  Quarterly  meeting  had  d^' 
tlus  order,  wo  had  a  right,  as  a  Monthly  meeting,  to  take  any  elep,  not  pn  _ 
that  compact,  which  would  Beouic  to  ua  tho  enjoyment  of  our  civil  and  roKi 
viloges, 

t.  By  attaching  ourselves  to  Abington  Quarter,  we  have  departed  neither  fia 
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I  letter  nor  tlie  Bpirit  of  the  discipline :  tlicro  is  no  provision  in  the  fbnncr  against 
sh  a  step,  neither  is  it  implied  by  the  latter  that  we  arc  not  to  seek  a  peaceable 
1  orderly  retreat  from  an  alarming  infringement  of  our  rights  as  a  Monthly  meet- 
f,  when,  in  seeking  such  a  retreat,  we  connect  ourselves  with  a  Quarterly  nicet- 
r  governed  by  tlie  same  disciplme. 

To  conclude.  While  we  deplore  the  desolation  which  exists  on  our  borders,  and 
1  that  the  waste  places  of  Zion  are  many,  we  sincerely  hope  and  believe,  that  the 
riod  will  arrive  when  Jerusalem  will  l)ccome  "  a  rejoicing,  and  her  people  a  joy." 
id  desiring  that  we  may  keep  the  patience  under  all  the  trials  wo  may  be  per- 
tted  to  experience,  we  reconmiend  to  our  inembcr?  thnt  tiicy  cultivate  a  epirit  of 
bearance  and  brotherly  love,  thereby  evidencing  that  they  arc  under  the  influence 
that  power  which  innpircd  the  anthoni  of  "  glory  to  (Jod  in  the  Jiighci^t,  on  earth 
lep,  and  good  will  toward  men." 
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EXHIBITS  AND   DOCUMENTS   REFERRED   TO   IN    THE  SECOND  VOLUME. 

■ 

PoQt  60.    Exhibit  E.    Mdraa  of  the  meet  in  ff  at  Green  strut  of  Fourth-month,  1827, 

produced  by  H,  Jackson* 

At  a  meetinp^  of  a  large  number  of  Friends,  from  the  cliflfercnt  branches  of  the  Yearly 

[eeting  held  in  Philadelphia,  convened  at  Green  street  meeting  house,  on  the  19tli 
of  Fourth-month,  1827,  to  confer  together  on  the  present  unsettled  state  of  the  Society 
tf  Friends,  and  to  consider  what  measures  it  may  be  proper  to  take,  in  the  openings 
.of  truth,  to  remedy  the  distressing  evil:  after  a  solemn  pause,  and  under  a  deep  sense 
of  the  weighty  subject,  it  was  unitedly  concluded  to  address  the  members  of  this  Ycar- 
If  Meeting  on  the  affecting  occasion;  for  which  purpose  an  essay  being  produced,  and 
jone  progress  made  in  the  consideration  thereof,  the  meeting  adjourned  to  meet  again, 
•fcgr  diTine  permission,  to-morrow  evening. 

Fourth-month,  JOth.  Friends  again  met,  and  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
albfesaid  address,  which,  after  deliberate  attention,  was,  with  some  alterations,  unanl- 
■KMily  adopted,  when  the  meeting  adjourned,  to  meet  again  to-morrow. 

Fourth-month,  21st.  Friends  assembled  pursuant  to  adjournment.  The  essay  of  an 
addreis  being  again  read,  and  weightily  considered,  it  was  agreed  that  it  be  signed  on 
Itthalf  of  this  meeting,  and  that  a  suitable  number  of  copies  thereof  be  printed  for  dis- 
:tribution. 

7b  Friends  within  the  compass  of  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Philadelphia, 

DlAB  FaiESDS, 

The  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends  have  been  permitted,  in  time  past,  to  !)e 
partakers  together,  under  the  divine  blessing,  of  the  excellent  cilccts  produced  by  the 
|iower  of  that  gospel  which  was  professed  and  lived  in  by  tlic  apostles;  and  which, 
after  a  long  night  of  apostacy,  was  embraced  by  our  worthy  ancestors.  Wc  arc  pre- 
pared to  record  our  full  conviction,  that  tliis  same  gospel  continues  to  be  open  to  us, 
•nd  to  all  men,  and  is  **  the  power  of  lion  unto  salvation"  to  those  that  believe  in  and 
diey  it.  Its  blessed  fruits  are  love  to  (ion  and  h)vc  to  man,  manifested  in  life  and  con- 
duct: and  our  early  Friends  gave  ample  proofs  of  the  tendency  and  influence  of  the 
■•new  commandment"  which  Christ  gave  to  his  disciples  when  he  said,  "  A  new  com- 
Dandment  I  give  unto  you,  th.it  ye  love  one  another:  as  I  have  loved  you,  that  yc  also 
love  one  another."  Through  an  obedience  to  it,  they  liecame  known  and  distinguish- 
ed: acting  under  its  sacred  influence  and^-ovcrnmcnt,  they  were  made  powerful  instni- 
nentfl  in  opening  the  door  of  gospel  lil)crt\,  and  removing  many  of  the  fetters  that  had 
been  formed  in  the  dark  night  of  superstition  and  error  tliat  preceded  them.  Hence 
they  were  prepared  to  promulgate  the  gh)riou9  truth,  that  COD  alonk  is  Tiir.  sovi:- 
aiiox  Lonn  or  confcikncf,  and  tiiat  with  this  unalienable  ri^ht,  no  power,  civil  or 
ecclesiastical,  should  ever  inlcrr».rc.  This  Mcsscil  liberty  was  amply  enjoyed  amonfc 
themselves,  and  through  faithruhio.js— net  to  *;p<*culativc  opsi/ions,  I. at  to  the  light  ol 
Christ  within — they  wore  tliiis  united  in  llic  'Mie  eternal,  unchangeable  Fpirit,  and  by 
it  became  of  one  heart  and  one  mind.  In  thi«".  truly  Christian  state,  llioy  wore  lights  in 
the  world,  and  ns  a  city  set  on  u  fiill  which  cannot  be  hid.  Through  their  in«<trumen- 
tality,  with  the  blr^Vmg  of  ih^  Almipr'itv  upon  their  labourr.,  our  religious  nucietv  be- 
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came  possessed  of  tUib  very  impurtant  bpiritual  inheritance,  anil  we  feel  buundt 
ilcavour  to  preserve  it,  unfctfercd  by  the  hand  of  man,  and  unalloyed  with  pretc 
modes  of  f;iitli,  framed  In  the  will  and  wisdom  of  the  creature. 

A\ith  this  great  object  in  view,  our  attention  has  been  turned  to  the  pre^ntc 
tion  of  tliis  Yearly  Meeting,  and  its  different  branches;  and,  by  evidence  on  everyl 
we  arc  constrained  to  declare,  that  the  unity  of  tliis  body  is  interrupted — ^thati 
sion  exists  among  us,  developing  in  its  progress  views  which  appear  incompatible 
each  other,  and  feelings  averse  to  a  reconciliation.  Doctrines  held  by  one  part 
ciety,  and  whicli  we  believe  to  be  sound  and  edifying,  are  pronounced  by  the 
part  to  be  unsound  and  spurious,  i-'rom  this  has  resulted  a  Htutc  of  things  thi 
proved  destructive  of  ])cace  and  Iranciuiliity,  and  in  which  the  fruits  of  love  and 
descension  have  been  blasted,  and  the  comforts  and  enjoyments  evca  of  social 
course  greatly  dimiiii'>hcvl.  Measure**  have  been  pursued  which  we  deem  oppre 
and  in  their  nature  and  tendcncv  calculated  to  undermine  and  dostrov  those  bei 
to  establish  and  perpetuate  which,  should  be  the  purpose  of  every  rcligiousassocl 

It  is  only  under  the  influence  of  *^  the  peaceable  spirit  and  wistlom  of  Jctsri' 
discipline  can  be  properly  administered,  or  the  affairs  of  the  church  transacted  •' 
decency"  and  in  order.  This  blessed  influence  is  a  wall  of  defence,  on  the  rigbl 
and  on  the  left,  protecting  all,  even  the  v/eakest  of  the  flock;  and  within  this  s 
enclosure  our  rights  and  privih  gcs  repose,  as  in  the  btiSom  of  society,  in  perfect 
rity.  On  this  foundation  has  r«.'hlcd  lliat  excellent  order  uhich  the  Society  of  Fr 
has  been  favoured,  in  a  g« »•)..!  tloprrce,  to  mainiuin  in  its  transactions;  this  is  tlie 
that  has  united  its  mcmberi  logfihcr,  and  enabled  them  ?«>  nian;i;:j'c  all  tlicir  cnn> 
in  "forbearance  and  lovi-  of  rach  oUur."  Itut  this  hlesned  nr»l'.!r  has  been  infrii 
both  in  the  pieseni  \ early  Meetini;,  rnrolucing  unexampled  disorder  in  Mimei 
sitting.%)  and  in  many  of  iN  siibMrdina^c  !)r;inclics,  and  has  ]U'oved  a  fruitful  soiir 
the  difliculties  tiiut  now  exist. 

It  is  under  a  ••olcmn  and  di  111)8  r.iie  vi«.w  cf  this  painf'il  sl-ite  of  •••ur  allair^,  thj 

feel  bound  to  cx;;ress  to  \s.;i,  ur..\  :•  i  s-.'tiU'il  eo'iv'.j  •.'om  of  mind,  th.a  the  pchoi 

fullv  come  i:i  which  we  oujrht  t..-  look  t.)v.'.ir.N  nii*.  Iti/  a  ijiuet  rttrc.kt  from  this  s 

of  confusion,  and  ue  ?lia\tv;rc  rjcf  ninund  to  \(.u  di .  :.lv  i.»  wf''i;)i  tliu  momertous 

ject,  and  tu  a«lj}pt  f.uc1i  a  rour  e  a-  truth,  undor  :.o:..l  and  sojcinn  tic  liberation, 

point  to,  in  tmli..  ;.i'*C'.'  .rt'':'-   •I'/cc*.  tl,»t  .  i.r  -"r:!  »y  it;  i\  :';;;il;i  t-rijoy  ihc  free  < 

'  j?e  of  i».s  r^l  ■. ,  w.'A  privlt i*:--.      \r.';  \. v-  l'.'.:.k  j-.-.»pLr  tu  r^niind  jou,  that  wc 

•»o  n-^vv  ,;.,.  •  tl  ;•  :.:•  :'  •■■:  •• '.  •  *•.  :  «'.•  •.•.  i  »•'  .  :  I  •  !  ..\  1 1  r.".  t!..\t  alrca.ly  1a  :. 
I  ••.-I'  ••■       »•••  ,  \    •   "  i     '    '  •••.■•    •••iti      ••I  *  *     * .  •   ,«  ••. 
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Exhibit  F.    Jddress  of  the  meeting  at  Green  street  of  Sixtfhmonth,  182r» 

produced  by  liallSay  Jackstm, 

ineral  meeting  of  Friends,  held  by  adjournmentSi  at  Green  street  meeting^ 
he  city  of  Philadelphia,  on  the  4th  and  5th  days  of  Sixth-month,  1837,  pur- 
I  adjournment  in  Fourth-month  last,  tlie  following  Kpistlc  was  adopted,  and 
;ted  that  seven  thousand  copies  of  it  should  be  printed  and  circulated  amongst 
srs.  Tlie  Friends  who  signed  the  Epistle  were  requested  to  attend  to  its 
ibution. 

ff  of  the  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meetings  within  the  compass  of  the  Yearly 

Meeting  held  in  Philadelphia. 

ENDS, 

through  divine  favour,  been  permitted  to  meet  together,  pursuant  to  ad- 
in  Fourth-month  last,  the  state  of  our  religious  society  was  again  brought 
The  wing  of  ancient  goodness  being  sensibly  extended  over  the  several 
this  meeting,  we  have  been  enabled  weightily  to  consider  the  subjects  that 
)  before  us.  After  solemn  deliberation,  and  a  free  interchange  of  sentiment, 
:h  much  unanimity,  agreed  to  recommend  the  following  views  and  proposi- 
our  serious  consideration. 

ncipal  objects  of  our  religious  association,  arc  the  public  worship  of  God;  the 
,  and  comfort  of  each  other;  the  strengthening  of  the  weak,  and  the  recovery 
ho  have  wandered  from  tlic  way  of  peace  and  safety. 

y  under  the  blessed  influence  of  gospel  love,  that  these  objects  can  be  at- 
Vhcncver  any  among  us,  so  far  forsake  this  fundamental  principle  of  our 
to  act  in  the. spirit  of  strife  and  discord,  and  to  oppose  and  condemn  their 
who  may  conscientiously  differ  from  them  in  opiixion,  they  break  the  bon 
fellowship,  and,  as  far  as  their  influence  extends,  frustrate  the  design  of 
society.  If  such,  after  the  use  of  proper  means,  cannot  be  reclaimed,  the 
I  harmony,  and  welfare  of  the  body,  require  that  they  should  be  separated 
communion. 

ostle,  aware  of  the  evils  arising  from  contention  in  religious  communities^ 
s  brethren  against  it,  declaring  that  <*  where  envying  and  strife  is,  there  ia 
and  every  evil  work;"  and  they  were  exhorted  to  withdraw  from  every 
ho  walked  disorderly.  And  we  know  from  experience,  that  wherever  this 
has  appeared  in  any  of  our  meetings,  weakness^  and  jealousy,  and  divisions 
k  introduced;  and  that  excellent  order  has  been  subverted  which  has  not  only 
us  in  love  and  concord,  but  protected  the  rights  and  privileges  of  all  our 

ecp  concern  and  sorrow  we  have  observed  the  introduction  and  increase  of 
ating  spirit.  It  is  now  about  five  years  since  it  made  its  appearance  in  our 
ivoured  society,  so  as  to  become  a  subject  of  general  concern.  For  some 
AS  mostly  confined  to  individuals  acting  as  ofHcers  in  the  church.  In  tliis 
A  progress,  its  consequences  were  grievous.  Some  who  became  infected  by 
xding  the  wholesome  order  established  by  our  Yearly  Meeting,  which  di« 
he  first  place,  private  labour  with  such  as  give  cause  of  concern,  and  after- 
ftt  Monthly  Meetings  should  treat  with  them,  formed  combinations  amongst 
!8,  unauthorized  by  the  society,  and  unknown  to  its  discipline.     Friends 

in  the  ministry,  with  certificates  from  their  Monthly  and  Quarterly  Meeting^ 
;mipted  in  their  labours,  and  in  some  instances,  publicly  opposed  in  our 
for  divine  worship.  They  and  other  faithful  Friends  in  the  ministry,  were 
:harged  with  preaching  infidel  doctrines,  denying  the  divinity  of  Christ,  and 
ling  the  Scriptures;  together  with  divers  other  things  generally  known  to 
equally  unfounded. 

not  long,  however,  before  the  contagion  spread,  and  made  its  appearance  in 
»ur  meetings  for  discipline,  opening  to  the  exercised  members  of  the  society, 

the  most  painful  nature.  Measures  of  a  party  character  were  introduced, 
establisfied  order  of  society  was  infringed,  by  carrying  those  measures  into 
\p  against  the  judgment  and  contrary  to  the  voice  of  the  larger  part  of  Friends 

gth  the  infection,  taking  a  wider  range,  appeared  in  our  Yearly  Meeting, 


*ilh  del  r 


ttben  It*  deplorable  cflVcis  were  ciually  coiwpicuons.  Hum  w«r«»  receaUyJi 
therein  to  orcmile  tlie  gi««ter  p»rt  of  ttie  repmuntBtivesi  •nt)  »  detfe-vjatafil 
npon  the  meeting,  wiihont  Dieir  concurrence  or  eoMcnt.  A  ficimmlUcc  «m  H 
■ppointcil  lo  vialllhe  (liutterly  anil  MontMy  Mecliii];ii  wlt!)oiit.l1ic  unity  artktu 
ing,  and  eontniy  to  the  solid  aense  and  jodstneot  «f  mucti  ibe  brger  munb^^ 
membeni  in  atteadoncct  end  aeverol  impartani  wlijccli  were  nccc.tU'lj  Jmud 
vwiti^  to  the  dieuiiity  Mul  dJaeord  pr«?a}vDl  in  tint  boJj- 

Friend)  have  viewed  thii  state  uf  lliin^  tntungit  ui  wil> 
cUc,  pnlicntly  waiting  in  the  hope,  that  time  and  reHcction 
tlircnoftheiniproprietynf  such  «  courM,  and  ttut,  beint!f'av<>»r«Li  '' 
BO[)uenoei  of  «uch  conducti  ttiey  might  reti'aoe  tboir  i»tcpi.  Uu:. 
waited  In  vain,  'rime  end  opporlanTly  fbr  refleetion  have  !>een  .:  . 
lutvc  not  proJuccJ  tl>c»c  desirable  resuila.  On  the  contrary,  the  -';' 
ConfuMon  liM  gained  slren^Ii;  and  to  ■)■  there  now  Oppcars  no-w.i-. 
many  end  (rBn<iiiillIty  pf  (ne  body,  but  b;  withdrawing  oiinielTi.-i—; 
clcly  of  Fricndi),  nor  from  the  exercise  or  Ila  salutary  dl^eiplinc — liui  i.-u-n  :^; 
comroutiion  with  tboac  who  have  introduced,  and  teem  diipaae^  ta  t 
dieocdeH  amongst  ui. 

Tlie  quiet  and  Mlemnity  of  our  neetinga  for  Jivlnc  wonhip— thr 
goupcl  minlnity  unshackled  !>y  human  sutliority— llie  pfctrrvatirin  "f 
Vcrty — tile  advancement  of  our  christian  tcftimonic* — nnd  the  nr  i  .1 
fuuil  iseonneetcd  witli  ourUbourg,  we  believe,  Yery  much  dvjn 
adoption  of  tliia  mcanirc. 

TVe  therefore,  under  a  solemn  nnd  weighty  lense  of  liie  importur,,: 
and  wilU  ardent  deairea  that  all  oui  movcmenta  may  lie  uii<icr  ttic  in 
who  only  can  lead  u»  In  aafety,  have  agreed  to  propotc  fcr  your  ca 
propriety  and  cspodicncy  of  holding  »  Vwrly  Meeting  tut  FrlcmU  ii 
rending  witliin  the  limila  of  those  QuartcTly  Meetings  ht-reiofuri 
Yearly  Uceting  held- in  Philadelphia ;  for  which  purpoae,  it  b  r«« 
Quarterly  and  Monthly  Mcetingii,  which  mav  he  prepared  for  »icA  a 
appoint  repreaentatives  to  meet  in  1'hiladclphia,  on  the  tliirJ  Stoa.. 
month  neat,  at  ten  o'clock  In  the  morning,  !n  company  with  other  mdi 
to  our  viewa,  there  to  hold  a  Yearly  Heeling  of  men  and  name ■.  t> 
prineiplea  of  the  early  profewors  of  out  name,  and  for  tli>: .. 
Ibem  togetlier  in  a  religioua  capacity— 10  exalt  the  fitamli 
ousncsa  and  peace  in  the  earth — edify  the  churches—; 
such  concerns  aa  rclalo  to  Iho  ivclfure  of  religious  socfli   , 
Redeemer,  who  is  God  over  all,  hJcsscd  for  ever.     Amcri. 


Signed  by  direction  and  on  behalf  of  the  meeting,  by 


Stephen  Stephen), 
Juaeph  Rhaadi, 
Jacob  I'lixaon, 
James  Watton, 
llcnjumin  Smith. 
ThamBD  Cany, 
llalliday  Jack  Hon, 
Jacob  Alriclia, 
Oourge  I'eircc, 
Stephen  l.img, 
iticliui-d  Dariiud, 


John  Mann, 
John  Cowgill, 
Uidicit  Muorir, 
A>B  Kog«M, 
Aiikliiiiiy  Sliarp, 
Ju»iib  Itiiberlj, 
.lulin  Ward, 
Tliomaa  Dortao, 
DSrid  Uacia, 
■■lac  Kay, 
Edward  G 


II  the  minute*  of  ilic  uforeaaid  uicclingi 
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60.     EMbU  H.    Jiddren  of  the  meeting  at  Green  street  of  Ttnth-month,  1827, 

produced  by  HaUiday  Jackeon. 


Yemy 


'JBpi$tkfrom  the  Yetmy  Meeting  of  Friends,  held  in  Philadelphia,  by  adjournments 
P'JIivm  the  15th  of  Tenth-month  to  the  19th  of  the  same,  inclusive,  1827,  to  the  Quarterly, 
-   JManikiyt  and  Particular  meetings  of  Friends  tuitlUn  the  cotHpass  of  ilte  said  Yearly 


1^  convened  in  this  Yearly  Meetinc^,  under  very  peculiar  and  trying  circum- 

in  order  to  transact  the  business  of  the  church,  our  minds  have  been  comfort- 

tUrengthened,  in  the  evidence  afforded  that  we  are  still  mercifully  regarded  by 

Holy  Head,  whose  heavenly  wing  has  graciously  overshadowed  this*  meeting  to 

kmiwling  of  our  spirits;  and  tender  sympathy  has  flowed  towards  our  absent  bre-  - 

mud  sisters,  whpm  we  affectionately  salute  in  the  love  of  the  everlasting  gospel. 
^e  fervently  desire  that  all  may  be  increasingly  concerned  to  retire  from  the  noises, 
eontentions,  and  the  confusions  that  are  in  the  world — that  we  may  individually 
it  to  the  government  of  the  Prince  of  Peace,  who  gathered  our  forefathers  to  be 
lie  and  committed  to  them  important  testimonies. 

testimonies  have  been  felt  to  be  near  and  dear  to  us,  and  a  living  travail  has 

known  that  our  Zion  may  arise  and  shine  in  her  ancient  brightness,  as  in  the 

c^  the  day,  when  her  sons  and  her  daughters  were  despised  and  persecuted, 

rited  the  blessing  pronounced  by  our  Divine  Master:  <*  Blessed  are  ye  when 

ijbill  revile  you,  and  persecute  you,  and  shall  say  all  manner  of  evil  agahost  you, 

I  for  my  sake." 

red  friends,  we  feel  the  awful  responsibility  of  our  present  standing,  and  the 

of  abiding,  individually,  in  the  meekness  and  simplicity  of  the  truth  as  it  is 

Lvoiding  all  doubtful  disputations  which  engender  strife,  and  earnestly  en- 

J  to  show  forth  by  a  godly  life  and  conversation,  that  we  are  his  humble  fol- 

woo  "  when  he  was  reviled,  reviled  not  again,"  and  whose  religion  enjoins 

resist  not  evil,  but  overcome  evil  with  good. 

brieve  there  never  was  a  period  in  our  society,  when  it  was  more  important  for 

who  feel  bound  to  the  law  and  the  testimony  to  stand  faithful  at  their  posts;  hav- 

"  the  whole  armour  of  God,"  which  only  can  protect  from  the  dangers  that 

~  us.    But  if  we  keep  a  single  eye  to  the  captain  of  our  sidvation,  humbly  wait- 

:  fiv  him  to  put  forth  and  g^  before  us,  we  have  nothing  to  fear — ^hard  things  will 

easy,  and  bitter  things  sweet;  for  **  greater  is  he  that  is  in  you,  than  he  that 

the  world." 

I«  the  present  agitated  state  of  society,  its  living  members  must  be  led  into  exer- 

and  suffering,  and  we  earnestly  desire  that  all  may  be  preserved  in  the  spirit  of 

ncCy  gentleness,  and  forbearance,  under  every  provocation  and  trial.     And  in  the 

i\ae  of  the  salutary  discipline  of  the  church,  Oh!  that  we  may  seek  for  a  right  qua- 

to  treat  with  offenders  in  tlie  spirit  of  restoring  love, — most  carefully  guard- 

acainst  the  influence  of  party  feeling,  which  may,  almost  imperceptibly,  entwine 

"'^m  movements  professedly  designed  to  support  the  discipline  of  society.     Let  us 

that  its  original  and  primary  object  is,  to  seek  and  save — not  to  destroy. 

in  a  spirit  of  violence  seize  the  discipline  as  a  sword,  to  be  wielded  in  the  will 

wisdom  of  man,  we  thereby  depart  from  our  ancient  and  christian  principle,  and 

ind  the  cause  of  truth  and  righteousness. 

Our  profession  is  high  and  holy;  and  let  us  be  increasingly  concerned  to  walk  con- 

itly  therewith.    The  patient  sufferings  of  our  faithful  predecessors  Anally  esta- 

led  for  them  an  excellent  name,  even  amongst  their  persecutors.     They  held  up 

[vitli^^rae^ica/ clearness  a  peaceable  testimony  against  '*  wars  and  fightings,"  and  by  a 

ipulous  adherence  to  the  principles  of  justice,  became  proverbial  for  their  integrity. 

In  the  present  afflicting  state  of  things,  we  feel  deeply  concerned  that  their  example 

these  respects  may  be  kept  steadily  in  view — that  our  religious  testimonies  may 

rer  be  wounded  by  contending  for  property  and  asserting  our  riglits; — that  no  coui'se 

I  miraued,  although  sanctioned  by  the  laws  of  the  excellent  civil  government  under 

bich  we  live,  that  may  be  at  variance  with  the  spirit  of  that  holy  lawgiver,  who  taught 

Jf  difciples,  "  If  any  man  will  sue  thee  at  the  law  and  take  away  thy  coat,  let  him 

tve  thy  cloak  also;"  and  who  set  forth  his  own  situation  ai  it  related  to  this  world, 

Voin  II.— 58 
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,whcn  he  iaicl.  "  Tlic  foxes  have  ligle*.  »n(l  the  binb  of  the  ait  have  oesu,  but  tlie  inl 
'of  mn  hitb  not  where  to  Uy  hti  head." 

And  we  tenderly  exhort,  thnt  in  pUces  where  our  metnbcra  eonalitule  the  iMger 
B«Tt  of  nny  meeting,  their  conduct  m»y  lie  regulated  by  tliB^le  laid  down  by  oiv 
Itlcued  Lordi  "  Whatsoever  ye  would  that  men  iliould  dotto  you,  do  ye  even  m  W 
Ibeoi." 

The  diiciplinc  under  which  we  net,  positively  discourses  memben  of  our  (oeiety 
from  suing  each  other  at  law.  To  violate  thi*  di»cipline  in  a  meeting  capuiily,  is  nrt 
only  a  departure  from  our  eilablished  order,  but  ia  calculated  to  injure  as  in  the  eye* 
of  tober  inquirers  nfter  truth,  and  to  disturb  the  pence  of  our  own  minds. 

Dearly  beloved  young  friends!  how  shall  we  ■ddreas  you  in  language  aufBcIent^ 
mpreasivc  of  the  tender  soliciiude  which  wc  feel  for  your  welfirc!  We  are  folty  »w«fe 
thai  many  of  you  have  witnewed  icenes  of  contention,  painfully  afTeclinp  to  Ibe  lne» 
5i«rienecd  mind,  and  calouTaled  lo  produce  the  inquiry,  "Who  shall  showiisanirg^odf" 
But  remember,  dear  cliildren,  that  truth  I*  truth  though  all  men  fiirwke  it.  "Tha 
foundation  of  God  itandeth  sure,  having  this  seal,  the  Lord  Icnoweth  Ihcro  titst  1% 
his,"  Although  there  may  hare  been  seasons  when,  at  amidst  the  raging  of  the  faS» 
lows,  you  have  been  ready  to  cry  out.  Lord  save  o«  or  we  perish,  yet  may  you  remem- 
ber that  the  Almighty  Power  which  rebuked  the  winds  and  the  waves,  is  the  Mine  that 
ever  it  was*  and  is  still  graciously  disposed  to  ley  to  the  humble  tossed  mind,  "  Peace, 
be  still." 

Retire  then,  we  entreat  you,  from  aU  airy  speculations  on  religious  subjects— from 
■11  light  and  chaffy  conversation.  Enter  into  your  closets— shut  the  door— commuOO 
vith  your  own  hearts  and  be  still.  Thus  you  will  learn  in  the  nchool  of  Christ.  TouV 
religious  experience  will  be  gradually  enlarged,  and  as  you  continue  humble  and  obe* 
dient  you  wdl  be  raised  op  a  rightenus  generation,  and  will  stand  u  faithful  advocate* 
fur  the  law  and  ihe  testimony  ofour  God.  There  will  arise  fk'omamongM  you  judge«ia 
at  the  first,  snd  counsellors  as  at  the  beg^inning:  instead  of  the  blhen  there  wiH  be  the 
•ons,  and  instead  of  the  mothers  there  will  be  the  daughters. 

The  language  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  in  the  introduction  to  tha  HooIc  of  Ad' 
vices  published  under  the  direction  of  our  Yearly  Meeting  in  18U8,  appean  pectiliaite' 
idapted  to  our  present  siluatron,  and  is  as  follows:  * 

"The  following  extracts  have  been  compiled  for  the  benefit  of  the  membori  of  Mr 
Yearly  Meeting,  that  observing  the  travail  of  the  church  under  various  concerns,  which 
in  divine  wisdom  have  been  communicated  for  its  weighty  nltention,  ihey  may  be     . 
drawn  to  the  principle  of  life  and  light  manifested  in  the  mind,  which  point*  ODt  the 
path  of  duty  and  can  alone  preserve  therein. 

"  Ourancient  Friends  and  their  fkithful  successors  to  the  present  day,  have  eamesljj' 
laboured  to  turn  the  attention  of  all  to  this  pure  spirili  knowing  from  experience,  tUiA  t 
it  is  the  means  appointed  by  God  for  effecting  ouraalvation,  and  the  only  foundatiiSiKH 
of  all  true  religion  and  worship.    As  by  this  wc  have  bi^en  led  into  divers  testiroonieHfl 
which  have  distinguished  us  from  most  other  profcsaors  of  the  Christian  name,  we  fer-^ 
vently  desire  that  all  our  members  may  walk  by  the  same  rule  and  mind  the  aame' 
tbingi  Ihua  every  one  filling  his  place  in  the  body,  we  shall  grow  up  into  Him  in  aH 
Ihings,  who  is  the  Head,  even  Christ" 

We  recommend  these  advices  to  the  weighty  attention  of  all  our  members. 

Finally,  beloved  friends,  may  we  all  remember  that  the  gospel  of  Christ  stands  not 
in  speculative  opinions,  nor  in  the  will  and  wisdom  of  man,  but  in  the  power  oT  the 
one  true  and  living  God.  Our  blessed  Lord  gave  ample  proof  of  its  aimplicil)',  in 
•electing  illiterate  lishermen  to  be  among  its  promulgators.  And  as  wc  are  engmged 
hambly  to  abide  in  this  power,  no  divination  nor  enchantment  can  prevail  against  as. 
i-  "  Now  unto  Him  that  is  able  to  keep  you  from  fiilling,  and  to  present  you  iiultleM 
before  the  presence  of  his  glory  with  exceeding  joy,  to  the  only  wise  God  our  Sa- 
viour, be  glory  and  majesty,  dominion  and  power,  both  now  and  ever.    Amen." 

Signed  by  direction  and  on  behalf  of  the  meeting,  by 
^  BENJAMIN  FEItRIS, 

V  •  Cbrk  of  the  men't  mfelihg. 

>—  nEDECCA  R.  COULV, 

*  ^  Ckrlr  "/-Mt  i..'omtn'>  m'eli/^. 


Ptgt  er.  Bxhihit  if.  Wmult  of  Sakm  QiM-ltrlj/  Mtding  prodvecd  by  BttUdag  Jbciban. 

T%a  committee  ap^inted  at  our  lut  meeting  to  uiiit  our  Monthly  Heetingt  in  the 
wppsrt  of  oarditcipline,  reporledilhat  on  the  founh  of  Isit  month,  ■  part  of  their  num- 
htt,  both  of  mcD  and  women  Friendi,  attended  Maurice  River  Monthly  Meetin^t  on 
ywjaciog  the  minute*  of  our  appointmenl,  the  meeting  declined  having  Ibcm  read — 
IhW  beiiiK  entirely  unwilllnfto  recoffniie  a  committee  of  our  Quarterly  Meeting. 

TUa  committee  now  tttking  the  lubject  into  conaidention,  uid  referring  alio  to  the 
drcnnwtance,  that  no  report!  were  received  at  our  laat  Quarterly  Meeting  from  that 
HMMbly  Ueeting.  iuggeitt  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  the  propriety  of  laying  down 
Hllllii  II  Iti*er  Uontbly  Heeling,  and  all  Iti  branches  both  tor  worship  and  diaciplinc^ 
■d  nUnchinr  ita  membert  to  Greenwich  Montiily  Meeting. 

-WUdk  being  read  and  coniidered  wai  united  with  by  the  meeting,  andnid  meeting* 
Mnlaid  down  and  difconlinued  accordingly. 

■mnel  Allen  and  Joieph  Miller  were  appointed,  in  connexion  with  the  committee 
rftbe  women'a  meeting,  to  inform  Maurice  River  Monthly  Meeting  of  IhUconeluNon. 

Extmcted  fr«m  the  minulea  of  Salem  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Fnend*,  held  at  Salem, 
HUt-montli  Utb,  183&  BAMUEL  WEBSTEB,  Cltrk. 


•$  68.  Eiihibit  0.  Epittle!  New  York  Yearfy  Moling  ef  1838,  produetd  by  HaiUday 


ituTtvluMedingliMin  IhealyofKuo  Yarli,  by  adjoummatli  from  Ihe  26th  to  the 
Vttaf  ^{Ihiiiontk  indimve,  1828,  tvmpOiedofFrUndtt^Neui  York,  Vermont,  Cormee- 
•.ijmil  and  the  jmmnce  of  Canada. 
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peculiar  and  trying  circuDUtancei  which  have  tranniired  in  our  Yearly 
■ieting  Bt  it:  jireaent  gathering,  our  mindii  have  been  deeply  affected  with  concern 
lit  tlw  welfare  of  the  bodyiand  moreeipecially  for  those  of  otir  dear  frienda  who  were 
lliwutj  and  wc  ire  deiiroui  you  should  be  made  acquainted  therewith. 
~  '"^^  our  annual  assembly,  was  large.  In  addition  to  a  pretty  general  attendance  of 
Vi«wn  members,  we  bad  the  company  of  many  Friend*  from  other  Yearly  Meeting*) 
Md^is  circumstance,  the  presence  of  our  Friends  from  a  neighbouring  Yearly  Meet- 
ilg,  «*»  made  the  occasion  of  an^exeitement  peculurly  painful  to  many  minda,  and  a 
■MCU  for  the  Kparatlon  of  a|number  of  our  members  from  the  body.  The  circum- 
itocet  ol  this  alTecling  event  we  believe  it  right,  now,  briefly  to  detail  to  you. 
The  Friend  who  acted  as  clerk  the  last  year,  contrary  to  our  usual  custom,  did  not 
.  teig  with  him  the  book  of  minute*,  and  the  papers  belonging  to  the  Yearly  Meeting. 
Baving,  under  these  circumstances,  taken  his  seat  at  the  table,  after  some  previoua 
MNDunicatians  from  brethren  in  attendance,  he  read  an  opening  minute,  and  called 
ner  the  names  of  the  representatives  from  a  strip  of  paper;  CS3  of  whom  answered  to 
their  names,  of  whose  number  about  30  have  absented  Ihcmselves  from  our  sittings.) 
Aa  ag^  Friend,  from  a  distant  land,  then  rose  and  alleged,  that  there  were  persons 
qMent  who  bad  been  regularly  disowned,  and  be  protested  against  the  meeting's  pro- 
OMdiag  to  business  until  those  persons  hid  withdrawn.  He  was  followed  by  a  few  of 
wown  members,  who  also  asserted  that  there  were  those  among  us  who  bad  no  right 
bait  in  the  meeting.  These  accusations  the  meeting  could  not  sanction,  being  fully 
penoaded  of  the  right  of  every  Friend  in  attendance  to  a  scat  in  this  body. 

The  clerk  ua*  repeatedly  requested  to  proceed  in  regular  order  with  the  buiineit 
(f  the  meeting:  and  it  was  not  until  after  much  lime  had  been  allowed  liim,  and  he 
■■nifeated  a  liied  determination  not  to  proceed  in  conformity  with  the  mind  of  the 
meeting,  that  another  Friend  was  appointed  clerk,  and  called  to  olTiciale.  On  his 
coining  to  the  table,  the  former  clerk,  together  with  about  24  J  individuals,  being  a  >mall 
^  minority,  tvlikli  Included  many  peraons  not  members  of  thii  Yearly  Meeting,  withdrew 
'  Bom  u^aitd  have  since,  we  understand,  set  up  a  separate  meeting  under  the  character 
oTs  Ye«riy  Meeting,  retaining  in  their  possession  our  books  and  papers.  At  the  second 
atting  of  the  women'a  meeting,  a  number  also  withdrew  from  tint  body,  and  liave  in 
Efcc  manner,  as  we  arc  informed,  undertaken  cnnlrsry  In  gnud  order  in  scl  up  what 
tbcy  csH  a  Yearly  Heeling. 
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Such,  d«9T  t'rieiiiK  being  the  itnte  oF  our  nffun^  we  mtjr  anticip^le  dlAcolly  itiB 
■ubordinate  nml  lesser  meetirgB  from  those  who  liarc  icpirstcd  ibcmccln*.  01  ** 
t^iJ]  which  will  be  atl«ndant  on  the  pmenC  state  of  thlnn  among  u»,   -  " 

Monthly,  atitl  Preparative  Meeting!  we  with  afiFClioiiKteTy  to  apprize  juu.     s 
fiieoda  we  entreat  jou  humbly  to  seek  for  counsel  and  direction  at  Uic  DiTine 
ef  all  true  wiwlom.     We  desire  that  on  all  occasions  we  may  be  aciuatcd  hj  - 
tenderness  and  tore  toward  those  who  have  gone  from  us,  ami  that  oiu 
give  evidence  that  we  arc  governed  by  those  truly  christian  principles, 
cnce  of  which  we  cannot  render  railing  for  railing,  but  contrajywise  bier 
influence  of  tliesc  blessed  principles  we  shall  also  be  iircstrred  Iratn  «    , 
lion  and  denunciation  toward  sny  who  may  differ  in  opinion  on  paints  aot 
practice  of  christian  virtues.     We  shall  hencE  be  willing  to  concede  to  ii(b«m 
catimable  privileges  which  we  claim  for  ourselves,  and  sliall  not  be  found  -'—^ 
divine  rule:  "  As  ye  would  that  men  should  do  unto  you,  do  ye  even  an  to 

thus  while  we  temperately  but  firmly  maintain  our  own  righls,  we  aliall  i — __ 

upon  the  rights  of  uihers,  Buthumlilyrelyingontlie  guidance  and  direction  oiUiewi 
ofChrist,  weshsltknowit  to  be  Ihc  "  wiulomof  Ood  and  the  power  of  liod,''«iidM 
eipericnce  the  unity  of  this  holy  spirit  lo  be  the  bond  of  peace  in  all  our  amtmbT  " 

Since  the  separation  has  lakrn  pisce,  our  meeting  has  continued  large,  and  w> 
been  able  to  rtjoice  in  the  evidence  of  this  blessed  unity,  in  wbicti  the  afiainrf' 
eburvli  have  been  harmoTiiously  transacted,  and  Friends  have  been  cdjficJ  lo 
With  lh(<  ululalion  of  love  unfeigned,  we  arc  your  friends. 

8igi>ed  in  behalf  and  by  the  direction  of  the  meeting, 

SAMUIil,  MOTT,      ? 
MAKY  DUiarOLL,  > 

roge  Sr.  ExMlU  S.   roller  of  Darly  FMtn  lo  Ann  Mu.  prt^uad  hy  BaOida^  ^'^^ 

RmanD  Fniimi, 

It  is  &r'froin  our  desire  to  do  anj'  thing  th       'ould  add  Ui  thy  trials,  or  in 
hurt  thy  religious  services  amongst  u«,  but  fe       j  a*  wc  spprclicnd,  io  aotoe 
responsible  and  a  weight  of  exercise  to  real  ii|>u<i  ui,  we  Ibink  it  our  duty  in  Ihtc 
to  take  some  notice  of  thy  communication  among  men  Friends  in  the  late  Quiil_, 
Meeting  held  at  Darby;  and  liad  thou  remained  in  the  place  thou  would  probably  biN 
had  a  visit  from  some  of  us  that  evening. 

In  consequence  of  the  uneasiness  excited  by  some  of  thy  expressions  in  Ihii  puble 
msnncr,  the  KIders  belonging  to  the  Quarter  wi^re  requested  to  meet  that  evening 
accordingly  those  wlio  could  conveniently  slay,  met  to  the  number  of  about  fuurtees 
the  greater  part  of  uhum  expressed  considerable  unessiness  with  a  part  of  thy 
ricatiomandit  was  recommended  for  those  who  fell  the  way  open  to  communic 
thee  on  (he  subject. 

As  near  as  we  can  recollect,  n(\cr  staling  that  Ihou  had  brought  nothing  with  tbeft 
ind  did  not  know  uhaC  thou  might  linvc  to  communicate,  thou  mentioned  being ^ 
pressed  with  a  sense  of  the  infidelity  that  was  Bpreading  far  and  wide,  and  that  Aai 
had  heard  in  that  house  things  that  had  pierced  thee  to  thy  very  aouli  tbat  thou  hat 
heard  the  Saviour  of  the  World,  the  Wonderful  Counsellor,  Ihc  Uighly  God,  the  Enr 
lasting  Father  and  Prince  of  Peace,  lowered  down  to  a  mere  man,  and  that  tacnfta  ik- 
nied  which  ha  offered  without  the  gates  of  J  erusalem.  Thattlic  Son  of  Gud,  uJikt 
blood  of  llie  cTcrliBling  covenant  was  trodden  under  foot,  and  counlud  an  untiol)'  iliiar 
J'hat  Iheie  diabolicsl  doctrines  had  their  origin  in  a  proud  LucilcHan  spirit,  and 

sinUiat  or  -■-■  --■------■-'■     ■<--■-•-  ,.,...-.,. 

continent, 

fidel  doclrines  that  were  spreading  fur  and  wide  among 
individuals  but  the  spirit  lliou  bore  testimony  again  ' 
stance  of  a  considerable  part  of  thy  communication. 

Our  discipline,  in  this  country,  points  out  an  order  lo  be  observed  which  ought  labs 
imperalive,  especially  on  those  who  are  travelling  in  truth's  service — >ltboi^  Ikaa 
mentioned  an  names,  we  Ihink  thou  made  some  personal  allusion,  by  referring  to  Mn» 
thing  liiou  had  heard  in  that  house,  perhaps  the  day  previous.  If  any  Ibing  'Kw  W 
been  delivered  Ihit  give  thee  such  uneasiness,  it  would  have  been  more  conMstcntwitt 
giHpel  order,  lo  have  tuughl  a  private  oppurlunily  with  the  individuals,  tban  ta  bs*t 
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bimight  lodi  A  ndliDg  accoHition  against  them  in  a  large  assemblyt  vefjr  few  of  whom 
>icre  preaent  the  day  before,  and  therefore  could  not  tell  to  what  thou  wast  aUading. 
And  aatiiose  whom  we  suppose  thou  wast  implicating,  by  alluding  to  something  thou 
had  heaid  in  that  house,  were  ministers  in  high  estimation  with  their  fHends  at  boniey 
mtA  travelling  on  a  religious  account  with  the  unity  of  their  respective  meetings  equally 
irilli  thyself— they  were  also  with  thyself  equally  subject  to  the  care  of  elders,  wher- 
ever they  gave  cause  of  uneasiness.  Thy  conduct  in  this  respect  we  must  protest 
^guiiiit,  as  ineonnstent  with  gospel  order,  unbecoming  a  minister  of  the  gospel  to- 
wvrda  tiieir  fellow  labourers,  (even  supposing  thou  had  apprehended  some  unsound* 
wem  of  doctrine,]  and  calculated  to  sow  discora  among  brethren,  and  produce  disorder 
la  the  church. 

But  we  were  all  present  at  the  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders  the  day  previous,  and 
hMid  what  was  delivered,  and  are  fully  satisfied  in  our  own  minds  that  thy  charges 
we  not  eorrect  The  character  and  mission  of  the  Messiah  was  exalted  and  held  up 
Ift'view  as  our  true  pattern,  instead  of  being  brought  down  to  the  level  of  a  mere  man 
^Ibe  lacrifice  of  our  sinful  affections  on  the  cross  clearly  set  forth  as  the  only  means  of 
^Moneiliation  with  God,  and  thi  life  of  Christ  in  the  soul  of  man,  as  the  alone  atoning 
blood  that  can  effectually  wash  away  our  sins.  And  as  George  Fox  testifies,  **  there  are 
Mse  know  Christ  nor  his  sufferings  but  by  the  spirit  of  God  within,"  so  we  believe  pro- 
pitiation to  be  an  experimental  work  in  the  soul  of  man,  and  fully  consistent  with 
a  i^ht  understanding  of  the  scriptures,  and  the  doctrines  taught  by  our  early  Friends 
generally. 

We  also  believe  thy  charges  of  infidelity  were  nowise  applicable  to  the  state  of  our 
Qeuterlv  Meeting,  as  we  know  of  no  such  principles  among  us{  and  some  fears  presses 
ov  minds^  that  by  letting  thy  views  too  much  outward,  thou  hast,  in  some  measure* 
been  led  astray  by  the  influence  of  that  detracting  spirit,  so  sorrowfully  prevalent  in  the 
pment  day,  and  therefore  suffered  thy  mind  to  become  prejudiced  against  some  indi- 
li^oalsy  which  has  had  a  tendency  to  excite  the  natural  feelings,  and  possibly  to  mis* 
lAe  Imagination  for  revelation. 

We  therefore  earnestly  recommend  thee  to  a  closer  attention  to  the  divine  gift,  that 
JV  WOving  alone  under  its  hol;^  influence  thou  may  have  a  clear  sight  of  the  true  state 
W^  church,  and  happily  be  instrumental  in  healing  the  breaches  already  made;  and 

^  iiirther  progress  of  thy  religious  labours  amongst  us,  be  enabled  to  bring  forth  the 
ble  fhuts  of  righteousness,  brotherly  kindness,  and  charity,  which  we  most  sin- 
desire. 

Thy  fnends, 

(Signed,)  JOHN  HUNT, 

EDWARD  GARRIGUES, 
JOHN  H.  BUNTING, 
""  TSBOflh^numth  5,  1826.  IIALLIDAY  JACKSON. 
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F4lgt  176.    Exhilni  T,    Cmstu  of  the  two  parties,-  produced  by  HalUday  Jackson. 

.QpWt  of  the  two  parties  of  Friends  mlhin  the  Yearly  Meeting  held  at  PhUade^hia,- 
ii^Mmg  the  number  in  each  Quarterly  Meeting,  so  far  as  ascertained,  up  to  1829. 

li  Whdelphia  Quarterly  Meeting. 
'Hoinber  of  Friends,  including  men,  women,  and  minors 

lliiaber  of  those  called  Orthodox  ditto. 

'  liimber  of  neutrals,  or  those  undecided 
^  Abington  Quarterly  Meeting. 

IHindier  o£  Friends,  including  men,  women,  and  minors 
.  Kmiber  of  those  called  Orthodox  ditto. 

Mmber  of  neutrals  or  undecided 
»3*  Bucks  Quarterly  Meeting. 

Number  of  FHends,  men,  women,  and  minors 

Miiiid>er  of  those  called  Orthodox     ditto.    - 

Humbcr  of  neutrals,  or  undecided 
*  Concord  Quarterly  Meeting. 

^'ttmbcr  of  Friends,  men,  women,  and  minors 

Nesiber  of  those  called  Orthodox     ditto. 

^tnber  of  neutrals,  or  undecided 


m                                          m 

ToUl. 

.  2676 
2643 
14  5333 

m                                      ■ 

-  2829 
321 
3  3153 

m 
m 

-  2831 
489 
16  3336 

m 

-  2573 
788 
75    3436 

4b2 

5.  Weatern  Quarterly  Meeting, 
Number  <>f  Fncndi,  men,  women,  uid  minuni 
Number  of  tbose  called  Orthodox     dilto.      ■ 
Number  of  neutraU,  or  undecided 

6.  C>ln  Quarterly  MeeUn^. 
Number  of  Friends,  men,  women,  and  minora 
Number  of  tboic  called  Orlbodox     dittu.     • 
Number  of  neutrals,  or  undecided 

The  number!  in  the  following  Quarterly  Meetingi  ueertilned  under  com- 
miuiona  issued  from  the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania  for  the  Eut- 
ern  District. 

7.  Southern  Quarterly  Meeting: 
Number  of  Friends,  men,  women,  and  minor* 
Number  of  those  called  Orthodox      ditto.     ■ 

8.  Burlington  Quarterly  Heeling. 
Number  of  Friends,  men,  women,  and  minors 
Number  of  those  called  Ortliudox      ditto.     - 

9.  Ttaddonfield  Quarterly  Meeting. 
Number  of  Friends,  men,  women,  and  minors 
Number  of  those  called  Orthodox      dilto.     - 
Number  of  neutrals,  or  undecided 

10.  Salem  Qunrlcrly  Meeting. 
Number  of  Friends,  men,  women,  and  minors 
Number  of  those  called  Ortbodoi      ditto.     - 

11.  Sbrewsbury  and  Ilahwiy  Quarterly  Ittceling. 
Number  of  Friends,  men,  women,  and  minors 
Number  of  tliose  culled  Orthodox      dilto.     - 

Total.... 26,258    ' 

Aggregate  of  Friends  within  the  Teirly  Meeting,  as  far  as  asccrlained,  i 

up  to  1639,  ......  te,48r  I 

Aggregate  of  those  called  Orthodos,  to  wme  period,  ■  ■      7,34#' 

Aggregate  of  neutrals,  or  undecided,  to  anmc  period.  -  ■  43? 


2830   ' 

I 


531  ^ 

IM^ 
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Pagt  177.     Exhibit  U.     Minute  of  Darbg  Monlhit/  Meelingi  pradaeed  by  ^-rfffffny 


To  Nathaniel  Newlin,  Thomaa  Garret,  William  Carter,  Nathan  Garret,  and  otheny 
who  have  separated  from  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  at  llirbj: — 

This  meeting  being  desirous  to  adhere  to  the  long  well  kno^'n  nnd  pseific  principlea 
of  the  Society  of  Friends,  in  relation  to  the  settlement  of  difTi^rcnccB  respecting  pro- 
perty, without  an  appeal  to  our  courts  of  law,  we  appoint  the  uridernumed  Friends  m 
committee  to  represent  this  Monthly  Meeting,  in  order  to  confer  wiih  you,  or  such  pci^  < 
MO*  as  you  may  appoint  and  authorize  for  that  purpose  out  of }  our  number,  to  endea-  . 
Tour  to  make  an  amicable  arrangement  for  a  just  and  equitable  settlement  of  the  pn>-  . 
perty  belonging  to  the  said  Monthly  Meeting  of  Darby,  as  was  held  by  the  said  parties, r 
in  oommon,  previous  to  the  separation,  and  which  may  be  in  Rccordance  with  strict 
juitice,  and  best  tend  to  mutual  satisfaction — to  wit:  John  Hunt,  Edward  Garrigne^ 


1829,  and  signed  on  behalf  thereof 


ISAAC  BARTOAM,  CiM. 
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Pagit  313.    ExkUni  TV,    Proposition  to  IVuitees  of^ncoeaa  Sehooi;  produced  by  Charka 

Stokes. 

To  Joseph  Wills  and  othen,  who  with  him  claim  to  be  the  trustees  of  Ancocas 
School  >— 

It  is  a  (act,  (the  cause  of  which  it  is  not  necessary  here  to  recapitulate,)  that  the  per- 
smiB  who  were  formerly  united  as  composing  Ancocas  Preparative  Meeting,  hare  of 
latter  time  become  divided,  and  now  form  two  distinct  bodies,  each  claiming  to  itself 
the  ancient  title  of  **  Ancocas  PreparaUve  Meeting."  This  has  led  to  measures  likdy 
ia  ft  material  manner  to  disturb  the  wonted  harmony  formerly  subsisting  among  the 
members;  and  which  may  probably  continue,  and  perhaps  increase,  so  long  as  each  of 
those  bodies  claim  the  undivided  control  of  those  interests  which  were  formerly  en- 
jogwd  in  common  by  all  the  members:  For  the  remedy  of  which,  to  prevent  the  heats 
sind^  strifes  which  ma^  otherwise  arise,  and  as  much  as  possible  to  restore  again  Idnd 
feeling  and  g^d  neighbourhood,  we,  who  also  claim  to  be  the  trustees  of  Ancocas 
Sdiool,  make  the  following  propositions: 

1st  That  a  committee  be  appointed  by  your  body,  to  confer  with  one  to  be  appoint* 
ed  by  ours;  or,  that  if  it  should  be  by  you  thought  better,  the  two  bodies  claiming  to 
be  trustees^  to  meet  at  such  time  and  place  as  you  ma^  appoint,  in  order  that  an  attempt 
ms^  be  made  to  reconcile,  according  to  the  requisitions  of  our  discipline,  and  the  an- 
cknt  practice  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  the  differences  between  us. 

9m.  If  the  foregoing  proposition  should  not  be  acceded  to,  that  you  communicate  to 
w^^  in  whatever  way  you  may  the  most  approve,  a  plan  for  adjustment,  by  means  of 
aiAcable  reference,  or  any  other  method  which  to  you  may  appear  adviseable. 

SdL  If  neither  of  the  foregoing  propositions  should  appear  desirable  to  adopt,  we 

1B  propose  that  either  you  or  we  take  the  absolute  control  of  the  school  establishment, 

(n.the  following  conditions,  to  wit:  By  the  payment  or  refunding  to  the  other  all  the 

Vf  by  them  contributed  to  the  institution,  with  a  proportionate  share  of  all  contribu* 

made  by  individuals  who  now  have  no  representatives^  either  with  you  or  usi  the 

\tiius  receiving  back  ag^in  said  contributions  to  relinquish  all  future  claims  to^  or 

~  over,  the  management  of  said  concem*-leaving  those  who  advance  the  money 

[Undisputed  control  of  the  establishment,  being  then  their  own  property.— To  you 

ileft  to  elect  whether  to  give  or  to  take. 
rWe  presume  you  cannot  but  discover  in  the  above  propositions,  a  disposition  that 
wild  put  an  end  to  strife,  which,  if  it  be  reciprocated  by  you,  cannot  but  be  of  bene- 
Ud  consequences,  both  as  regards  the  tranquillity  of  individual  minds,  as  well  as  the 
hnaiony  of  our  neighbourhood.  We  desire  no  advantages  over  you — we  know  that 
yoQ  have  contributed  your  money — we  also  know  that  we  have  contributed  ours— and 
vs  «o  more  wish  to  control  it,  or  to  be  benefitted  by  it,  to  the  exclusion  of  you,  than 
unwilling  that  you  should  control  ours,  or  be  benefitted  by  it  to  the  exclusion 


srua. 


And  lastly,  we  feel  authorized  to  state  to  you,  to  remove  anv  doubts  which  may  exist 
as  to  the  legality  of  such  an  adjustment,  that  it  will  be  ratified  b^  our  Preparative  Meet- 
iH%  And  if  this  should  not  be  thought  sufficient  security,  individual  responsibility 
m  be  assumed,  with  which  we  trust  you  will  be  satisfied. 

Signed  on  behalf,  and  by  direction,  of  the  trustees  of  Ancocas  School. 

CHARLES  STOKES,  Clerk  of  TVuitees. 

nM^nonM  7/A,  1829. 

flM  lbre|[oing  communication  was  ag^reed  upon,  and  the  clerk  was  directed  to  make 
tvj»ftir  copies  wereof,  and  procure  one  to  be  rarnished  to  Ezra  Haines,  (who  is  said  to 
letlie  elerk  appointed  by  the  Orthodox  who  call  themselves  trustees,)  by  a  person 
vho  is  not  a  member  of  the  society, — ^he  retaining  one  copy,  upon  the  back  of  which 
fee  ii  desired  to  endorse  the  time  when,  and  the  person  to  whom,  he  delivered  the  copy. 


963—81.  Exhihii  X*  List  of  members  of  New  York  Yearly  Meeting;  produced  by 

John  Barrow* 

Friends.      Orthodox.    Neutrab. 

Westbury  Quarter New  York. .......  M94  477  :i7 

Flushing- Ill  34  3 


Wesiburj  (luirtct. . 
rurchue....di>..... 

NlnePwtne" 

Cornwall 

BtMifonl 

Ferrijburgli 

Smtngi 


Farminglon  and  Sciplo. 


...We«l)ury 

... Purchase 

Shupagui 

Amiwalk 

..Nine  PBTtoera. . 

ObloDg'. 

Oiwe^ 

Mkrlbornush. . . 

PUini 

..Cmk... 

SUnfoTcl 

Hudsnn 

Cimtimm 

Eut  Hoduck. .  ■ 

Troy 

...Pernsbui^h 

Vera 

Scafkborough. . 
..Simiiga 

Queciubury .... 

Le  Roy 

. .  .Duanesburg'. . . . 


RenBMUerville. . 

Buttemuti 

Dridgwaler 

■  •■Fiiriiilng'lun 

De  Ruyter 

Hamburg'... 

Rochester 

Collins 

...\onge  street 

Putnam 

Norwich 


■c  Westiake. 


no  retan 
5,913  857  Total  19^ 


P^e  264.   Exhibil  K  Minute  of  JVnu  York  Meeting  for  Sajeringi;  produeed  hy  Joi 


At  a  Meeting  for  SuHerrngi,  held  in  New  York  6th  ofTenth-monlh,  1838,  the  met 
inK  having  iti  attention  turned  to  that  part  of  the  eitracts  from  the  Vearly  Heetit 
which  adviMS,  that  in  all  cases  where  the  rights  of  property  are  involved,  Priendacar 
fully  maintain  our  Christian  character,  in  the  strict  observance  of  justice  and  equH 
and  In  order  to  carry  the  same  into  effect,  the  followinff  FrienJs  are  appointed  to  coof 
with  those  who  have  separated  from  ua,  commonly  called  Orlliodoji  Friends,  and  to  i 
form  them  that  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  are  disposed  lo  come  to  an  equitable  Mtd 
inent  in  relation  to  the  property  belonging  to  the  Yearly  Meeting. 

Eitracted  from  the  minutes,  JOHN  BARHOW,  Cletk. 


i:*mtmUu^—!iin>'nt  M"U  of  C\>W  Sert,  lliomu*  I>erH,  Tliomw  Watkcr,  Jolin 
Iton<»..NalliaDCum*ti>tk.  JuQbtlaviUnd,  ^VbUihedilllioki. 

Tlie  Liimniitlcc  «huy«  iimtiinl  ure  jiidiviiluiill)'  rruiy  la  Ttcv'ivv  propiM*l>i  rroni  lUnar 
I  «t}Ictl  ilnhiKlvx,  Hiid  III  mrrl  iliiiin  wlir.never  dcHred  *u  lo  do,  Toi  ilia  piirEium'ufaa 
I  All)  ind  upliotarranffEdieni. 

TimMAB   KVKnlT, 

(.'(.  bt/mlf  u/  the  faomutlci. 


_^.   .    .     ^_    ,..„  .J  — '/.V  Meeling!  prtlduecd  by  John  Barrouf. 

wJ^UltliMrtrTh/.  MmlhSjn  amt  Pnpamlivt  Mmlnp  of  Fri/ndi  wWftiti  the  HnUt  uftkt 
■  i'tarl}/  Manias  of  Am-  Vari. 

a  Faii»>», 

A«cinb1c:<i  I"  <!l«cl>»r)r<»  tlii  ilmicji  which  tlie  (Itsoiplliic  oF  llie  »oclely  liu  confided  io 
"   ~~  *  '  Jnim  tliu  nature  of  ilm  conccrni  which liuve  claimed  our  altenritin,  licrn 

he  wutc  [lUcvs  of  JcrvHak-m,  lu  i-icw  tbe  brraclies  in  lier  wilja,  nnil  Ule 
iiiirnrd  wjih  fire,  in  tbia  do}-  of  awful  rcvoli,  «)ien  ffvcaX  numbertlike 
'  rt'J  rDroicrly,  have  olranKcd  tlirnKelvc}  Trcm  the  iavv  .iml  the  te«li- 
ii  up  a  Btpunilcahar  whiJIi  tlieir  (alherji  kiirw  noI;  ain!  well  knowing 
^irikiiDiituf  iltoKu  whun^d  h'luml  tiJ  riiiiiilVti  tlicir  l<>v«  i»  iliuJr holy. 
■Iiii  inmiyare  tlia  privalioni  oml  puinl'iil  the  licreBn-mcnii  of  Ihoaft 
'111  wouodi  inflicted  on  the  tender  lio  of  niiltire.  and  the  diminution 
.(  domcatic  life — w*  Iiavc  firvciiily  dcairc^  that  ihc^ae  may  b*  lun- 
■u,-ml,r»i,UD  that  they  .ulfcr  lor  Ihi-  mkt  of  Him.  who  laiJ— "He  Iliat 
■  iiiniluT  more  (liuii  ni".  if  not  worthy  of  niei"  and  alio  by  Uiagwduiw, 
vi  tlicrr  la  no  luiui  that  liath'lcft  hoitte,  ur  brclliren,  or  tiatera,  or  i^lWr,' 

..    iriFe.  nr  cliildren,  or  lontlii,  for  my  like  ami  ilie  |[OMpcl'>,  but  he  ahallr^ 

t  hunilnid  fold  now  lit  (hin  time,  a»il  in  the  world  lo  oomr,  eirrnal  hfe," 

'■iiile  that  many  are  the  iliificuliica  whicli  attend  you  in  relation  lo  yotif 
■'"^1.— oflon  amall,  and  Irrfjnrntly  hrUI  in  vvry  inconvenient  ^tuatjnnai. 

'  bus  becnyniir  vxpt-ncncf,  btlnvcd  frit-ndn,  in  your  t'lnall  ku«m' 

I  li'ivt  ba^i  cn(p<gedlacniivi:ticaiwliani4n'ir»ith«t  whatever  be yvur 

I  ndvc*  bound  tucQDlcii«  JeHim  (u  be  llic  <:1iriiii,  and  lo  HclinowleilB^ 

.  i]|Ti.;ti,  lli:it  there  ht  ha-i  maileliim«lf  known  umonijst  you  by  the 

-   Ill  ilini  yiju  have  been  GomfarteU  in  the  fulfilment  of  hiigraeinii* 

'■  \\'hcre  t»-o  lit  three  ai-c  gatliereii  together  in  my  naiD«, 

itty  dvrire  fir  you,  tliat  yiiu  rnay  be  preaerred  in  ■  atite 
-uinlpd  ncaton,  till  a  wxy  shall  »|ieii  in  iliu  t.ortl'alimi^ 
your  reli-'we  from  yum-  ouiwatil  trialu,  or  fur  ttrencl^ 
furliludct  ko  ymi  wih  be  /ireacived  from  refiining  under 
Nijiiinginyourowntlnif,  andin^ourown  wlili,  lo  relieve  yaunnlvea 
iiiLi.nvcniciiee*  of  your  lilnation  m  relation  lo  huldinj;  your  rclit;ioiu 
Mil  will  you  be  rvairained  from  even  dcairing'  to  piiKhatc  eate  by  a 
)'li^  and  comjiromiie  in  K-Ulion  lo  properly,  with  thoae  whom  woeiu- 
I  oor  religlaiii  faitli  and  eommunion,  by  which  your  handa  would  be 
i  il  mlbe  0xrKkienf  the dWtiplhie  of  ihctodcty. 
,  ,,...-,...  ..   ..   intiuJi,  wahave  to  r«vivo  m  your  rtin«m)>rane*,  that  eRipbalic  aoiip. 

trv  tltcluii'-iuii,  "  In  qui^ne»  and  in  conHJence  diall  he  your  «Ircn^i,'' 

We  arc  your  (riundi  and  brethren. 
Sf|nt«^  ^y  'LirccitoR  and  on  behalf  of  ih«  Meeting  l<ir  Ki(ircfin|r«,  held  in>  New  York 
MflSnil  of  Tetiili-moiitli.  IS3S. 

%lii9f  "ttit  fbtrowln^ ia  a  iii!nii W  of  t^e  VrtAy  Heeilnjr,  made  in  Flflh-mooth,  1B3J.'' 
^Tfl^ira*  tonjudcd,  Uiat  in  all  cnaea  nf  tlie  diicaiitiniiunce  of  tnce1i^fl^  wberc  ihm, 


^  tr"i» 


^  t|«Va*  tonjudcd,  Uiat  m  all  cnaea  nf  tlie  diicaiiuniiunce  of  tnce1l^fl^wtle^c  Ihm 
i%  g<)Cg»'iiy  of  diapiitmj^  nf  auch  prci|Ktty  uy  lcllii>][,  Ipating.  on  Klbofftbc  unas 
mIJu ■!(">*')'  ofibe  Meeting  for Sun'*rinff>  tliauld.be  lequeaiedi  and  lh«  iMClIngiin- 


_    «d^ahovld  proc«ed  ateoidinjly.' 


fmunals  wiih  ihc  same  scrupulous  rcj^ard  lo  ihcir  uccommodalion  and  wia 
cliiinicd  for  our  own  luenihcrs;— nio:c%  the  coinnrittC'C  could  not  grant,  wi 
render  or  the  trusl  de^ppilcd  to  ilKMnscKc-s. 

As  the  right  oF  entrance  up.iertains  to  tlie  Monthly  Meetln^j,  they  liare  ! 
confided  the  key  to  their  own  sexton. 

It  seems  to  the  committee,  that  no  one  of  either  party  ought  to  be  di«S5 
the  disposition  manifested  hy  the  rtimmiltef,  in  the  arrani^emenlsaflopted; 
havinjf  occurred  amonj^  us,  (»r  a  \iolation  i>\'  ccnirlc^y  or  intVinpfemeut  of  pi 
there  are  those  who  arc  uneasv  witli  tliis  l-.lx-ral  anil  triendlv  course,  so  be 
occasion,  tliey  nii«j:ht  perliaps  iecei\c  honciil  from  the  atlmoniiion  of  Solo 
"The  bcjicinninf^  of  strife  i.s  as  v.iion  one  It  Ite'.h  out  water,  tlitireforc  leave 
tion  before  it  he  middUd  with."  l*rov.  x>ii.  1  I. 

The  committee  iiave  learned,  that  ihe  Orthotinx  I'riends  have  recently  i 
sexton  of  their  own,  ami  are  building  a  Ikmim*;  by  which  it.  is  c\Jdent  ll: 
plate  a  departure  fron»  the  pracli«e  lieretolore  ]»ursu«'d.  Aisy  departure  ii 
ter  of  form  cannot  be  mati:iial,  ami,  il  nu.»re  aiirecable  tc»  our  Orthodox  Fri 
is  no  objection  to  their  emplr»\inf;-  their  own  ln-ir-^e  and  se\t«»n.  The  ch:ir 
session  of  the  vard,  however,  iiuist  contimie  in  the  vexton  of  the  Monthlv  ? 
their  behalf,  aiul  no  acts  can  b»'  p^rmitteil  ir.i^on^intint  with  that  ]>o.>sc.sbi<»n 
nate  to  that,  internunts  v.ill  be  pi.imitud  as  heretofore;  and  on  applic 
made  for  ailmittanee,  to  our  svxt'»n,  David  I*.  Sniiih,  every  facility  will  he  at 
a  forcible  entry  through  th»*  jr'iti ,  •?-,  in  «*verv  p'»:n'  of  view,  to  be  deprecate 
as  a  trespass  on  the  lawfid  po^  >c»,sinn  r.f  t!.*^  Montiily  Meeting  of  Friends  t* 
in  itself  uncalled  for,  and  unbecoming;  a  C  iiii'llan  people. 

On  behalf  of  the  Commi 

.Vtii'  Vor/:,  Swnmi  monfh,  l^"'/.  ^AMI  I'd.  WILLHT 


Pagf:  IIT'k  r.jtiih'it  Ii  2.   liijinit  of  ('mnm'tft.-  pi-mlurci/  hi/  Mil  Bar 

The  committee  appointed  to  in\estig.ite  the  subject  of  a  ctunmunication' 
to  this  meeting,  signed  hy  Tinimas  Ilaiixhiirst,  Sanaiel  Wood,  Wm.  F.  Mot 
K.   \\  illis,  on  behalf  of  tliems'-l\e-.  an  I  o'.iur  lilemK  asicmbled  on  the  occa 
the  following  report — 
To  Til K  MuMiiL)  Mn.Tixi., 

The  connnitte**  to  whom  was  refer  ed  a  e«m:muriica1ioii  addressed  !•»  0 
M<-eling,  signed  by  Thoma-,  Ifinr.htj:,:'  md  ntlnr.,  luve  hu«l  the  san-.o  \ir.:U 


U)7 

i|^,  are  altogether  peculiar  aiul  iinprcccilciitcil,  and  such  a<«  cxcri  a  str(}.;pf 
m  our  sympathy  and  cliri>tian  bcncvoIcn«*i';  and  in  the  aliiiudc  taken  by  our 
\y  Meeting',  it  seems  to  us  that  Friends  have  consitltcd  the  spirit  of  the  iUsci- 
ind  ilone  justice  to  the  rcciuircmcnts  of  the  case. 

igarcl  to  the  prncecdinf^s  had  by  the  rroparativc  Meeting  in  Kosc  street  on  the 
t  of  removing  their  clerk,  fee.  Friends  in  that  case  appear,  upon  intjuiiy,  not  to 
"mnsceniled  in  any  degree  the  prerogatives  univcr.nidiy  conceded  to  all  our  nieet- 
r  discipline;  indeed  to  deny  to  meetings  this  salutary  privilege,  of  superseding 
jerks  at  discretion,  would  be  to  sul)jcci  tlicni,  in  a  great  measure,  to  the  control 
idividiial,  who,  by  the  abuse-  oi'his  autlioiity,  might  :»:iddlc  upon  Friends  the  most 
enactments  of  ecclesiujlical  despotism. 

artls  the  individuals  who  got  up  this  remonstrance  the  conimlttee  winh  to  cherish 
lingd  of  charity,  but  under  a  scum:  ot'incuni!>ent  obligation,  we  sincerely  depre- 
:  parte  meeting,  ostcn.xibly  hehl  for  the  pl.uisiblc  purpose  of  obtaining  a  redress 
ranees,  but  in  their  operation  fraught  with  conserpienics  dangerous  to  society — 
icy  not  a  direct  tentlencv  to  engender  and  clieri.-^h  disallection  an  1  jealousy  among 
rDy  and  to  foment  party  spirit,  the  banc  of  christian  fellovvahij);  if  continued  they 
'obably  merge  social  sentiment  in  disunity  and  sectarianism,  this  monster  with 
leads!  "There  is,*'  says  the  j»postIe,  •*  one  failii  and  that  not  of  yourselves,  it  is 
t  of  God."  Those  who  ure  of ////v  otu  f.,ifh  will  (xriainlv  maintain  christian  unitv, 
yh  peradventure,  on  non-essentials  the  variety  in  the  colour  of  thtir  ideas  may 
:hal  of  forest  leaves  in  autumn.  This  view  i>  cnrrob«irateil  by  the  following  cx- 
•om  the  journal  of  that  e.xrelient  and  juiliciai-^  rriciul,  .lohn  \Vo<»ln.:in,  deceased; 
I,  "1  was  led  in  this  Yearly  NKctwi:;*  t»)  n;'ntl^in  the  con>iancy  of  many  martyrs 
ive  up  their  lives  for  the  Irstiinony  of  .!<  sus,  and  yet  in  some  j)oints  held  cloctrines 
«ri:»huble  from  some  which  wo  hold;  and  that  now,  though  there  arc  (/ijfireiif  wu^s 
king  nmontrsl  us,  in  some  particuh^rs,  yet  if  we  nnitually  kept  to  that  spirit  and 
,  which  crucifies  to  the  world,  giviiig  up  (uir  hearts  to  serve  the  Lord,  &c.  true 
nay  still  be  preserved  amongst  us."  Is  not  this  dcntimeni  applicable  to  the  prc- 
mes? 

n  investigation  the  committee  do  not  discover,  that  the  conduct  referred  to  in  the 
strance,  as  occurring  after  the  ndjournmont  of  the  Preparative  Meeting  in  Kose 

will  justify  the  lanj;uage  applietl  to  it  of  a  ><'<//<  /lalnful  in  ///'  t.r/t-f  mc.  It  is,  how- 
m  unhappy  reflection,  to  consider  how  repeatedly  our  mcetihgv,  boili  for  worship 
3cipline  are  intcrrupti:d,  and  their  suh-mnilx  disturbed  by  li»e  spirit  of  discord  that 
abroad  at  noonday;  this  the  eonm.ittee  apprehend  is  the  source  of  disquiet  and  un- 
ss,  and  its  streams  mikin.'if  a  sl«iw  but  coniiiuied  inroad  upon  tliO  borders  of  our 
ire  s|)reailing  tlistress  and  desol.it ion  in  their  course. 

'hen,"  says  tiu*  ^emon^.tranc<^  **  new  and  inipfirlant  mea>uro.'>  Ii^ve  come  before 
rctings  in-^tt  nd  of  that  eoiii!escen-inn  which  bus  heretofore  secured  harmony,  they 
under  tlu*  influenec  of  nuwdi  e\elt'*ment,  been  hurried  ihrougli  the  meetings  by 
-rity  of  voices.**  This  alUj^aiion  having  n  general  re- feienrc  to  all  our  meetings 
ripline,  appeal-,  pu'tly  incorrect  \n  fa-.i,  fur  «luring  many  moutli-,  past,  we  have, 
lie  opposition  of  individuals,  witmss.^t!  greater  <lelay  in' transacting  the  busine&s 
iety  than  we  ever  knew  before.  Tho  prevailing  seij.->e  of  the  nu:elin;j  having 
.1  opposition,  more  stern  and  eu'Iuiing  than  bus  f«)rm«.rly  been  experienced  in 
liberations,  and  the  pro^-ioss  of  hu-^'iic  -s  p:"»portion.i!dy  rtt.ird..!d,  so  that  it  has 
ned  that  a  sinj^Ie  ca-.<;,  which  with  rcascmalile  conde=.cension.  conld  hardly  have 
sd  the  nseeiing  twenty  n.if.utes,  l-.as  from  the  opposition  of  individuals  protracted 
ission  for  sr)me  bonis,  much  to  the  grief  »d'  many  sincere  hearted  Friends. 
•  remonstrance  closes  with  asking  the  Monthly  Meeting's  assistance,  as  it  woidd 
in  its  own  cusO;  l>u»,  if  the  mcciin.^  is  assisted  within  its  own  precincts,  it  must 
rom  the  faithfulness  of  individual:.,  who  in  tiit*  excirise  of  their  gifts  all  stand  on 
ground — neither  is  it  ap]y.U"ent  t'.i  i*  any  benefit  will  arise  from  applying  to  the 
;rly  Meeting;  but  we  would  rerommcrnl  incre.iscd  car^.*.  on  the  part  of  our  ovcr- 
:o  remedy  such  disord»  rs  as  occur  within  our  meetings  or  elsewhere,  and  also  en- 
fc  other  concerned  I'rii  n<ls  to  a  closer  attention  to  their  respective  duties  in  the 
:nance  of  the  order  and  lii^'^ipline  of  our  ndigious  compact,  so  that  throngh  the 
ncc  of  divine.  wi-;l)in  the  fo^tcrir.g  haul  of  .society  may  yet  put  an  end  to  every 
ranee  of  iii->ordcr  anwKi.;-  t  us. 
he  author'.l),"  .«»ys  (i  •or,.ji'  F(»\%  **of  all  our  men's  and  women's  meetings  is  the 

of  tiod,"  so  n..«y  all  fiil'.idnl  rricr.«Is  wail  lor  the  arising  of  this  power  to  which 
therifig  of  t'lc  people  <.iiould  be,  that  under  its  influence  the  flnal  decision  of  our 
igs  for  discspliru"  nviy  be  held  conchi<ive  in  the  estimation  of  all  the  brethren, 
some  slioidd  not  at  first  be  convinced  i^i  the  rectitude  of  such  decisions,  yet  sub- 


^ 


I  OS 

nmltiiu-^  ill  tlic  tiitli  uinl  ihe  putuMice.  tlir'v  iii.iv  l»e  Uvoui'mI  to  !»\pen«*iirr  tlul  all  i 
work  loj''cllifr  lur  the  cdtticalioi)  nf  Uur  s'lno*  iv  in  hcuii. 

To  close  our  reinurks,  the  conmiitlot.'  wiili  no  intcntuui  \o  crlni!n.%ti'  any  Indivii 
cannot  but  rcjjard  such  mcetinjjs  us  issuftl  lliis  ivnionslrinct',  in  the  r»|jhl  i>f  iliior 
assemblup^es  »n<l  we  fear  ihcip  ui-ls  will  prow  llio  limUlinj;**  of  c«»nt'»isii>n  anj  tlw 
and  unlcsa  society  aro  apprised  ot'tliis  fact  in  tinic,  anil  adoj-l  incasurea  suiubl?! 
occasion,  UTilesslhcy  are  adnionislu'd  l>y  ihi*  dictates  <i|*e\pi/rlence  lo  nuinUiii  tli 
thority  ot*  diHciplinc  in  its  purity,  they  fuay,  like  oiu*  of  oM,  heroine  '*  dim  ot*  «1| 
and  hear  at  Icnulh  ihr  s(irro\vlui  ni<  ssu^^o,  **  l>rai-l  is  (Icil  hcturci  the  Philistines,  an 
ark  of  (lod  is  taken.** 

(%nrd,)  WIIiriJIKAl)  llirKS, 

.MMIN  S.    UOIUNSOX, 
DAVID  «.    IJKDWN, 
NATIIAV  COMSrtM:! 
r.F.KANAll    WdUU, 
UOin.UT   IIICKS. 
Eleventh- iiionlli,  iPOr. 

This  n»port  on  hciuj.^  duly  coUMilerpd  was  united  with  and  ail-»ptod  by  the  IIK!< 
and  the  subject  was  dismisst  il  iVoni  tlu*  minutes. 

This  is  to  certify  that  tlic  forefjoiuff  remonstrance  sijcned  In  Thomas  llauxbuM 
others,  and  the  report  of  ti)e  committee  appointed  to  consider  the  same,  as  welii 
minutes  of  the  meetinj^s  as  above,  are  uU  correct  copies  as  recorded  in  mmuteic 
Monthly  Meeting  of  New  York. 

SAMin.  Wir.I.lTTS,  TA 


Page  276.    Exhibit  C  2.     Minutf  of  Jl'tythuri/  (Jmirttrh^  MtxtiniT:  producjcd  bjf 

Burrow, 

.^/  IVtsthm/  Qnartfrii/  Molintr  //,/,/  at  JJusffntri/  thr'Z  Uh  of  Fourth- i'u>nth.  182 
The  Friends  nominated  to  examine  some  papers  pn-senteil  to  ntir  meetinjr,  * 
by  some  memliers  of  New  ^'ork  Monthly  Meetinj^,  now  reported  that  tliey  lu 
amined  the  papers,  ami  proposed  fc»r  tliom  to  be  reail,  which  beini^  aj^^-eed  i«»  h 
meeting",  tlicv  were  read  aeeordiMf^ly;  asid  it  was  eouelu-lrd  ti>  :ipp.n:il  a  r>  ntnil' 
attend  that  Monildy  Meetiiij.';,  aiul  »'\:miiMe  iulo  tlu-  .•-".'.'«•!.■♦  ^  '!•  rs  -m  i -o'li*,'*  i  is-  I  • 
rei)orl  to  next  iiseetiiij;  tijtir  >v.'!i'<e  ul"  the  p!(ipiiel\  >!'  lli.-e  *•'.  iTeiiu-p.'^.  li.  v^  v 
vice  the  t"«»ll()\viiij;-  l-'riei)*!-*  wkw:  apjioiiil;  <1,  n  mn  I\  .  .K  iie  Mi:ii*  -,  /t-'..«.i*..  »  >• 
Isaai*.  I)<»wninjj:,  l).i\id  >eainin,  S  iiiusel  I'lar.soII,  .I.iM.c  >>  r.i.>r.  Hi. r.ry  M-  •',  "^tr 
Downing*,  X'ulcniirJc  IlieKs,  .\r.!»'n  Si  umum.  .lud  'linnji.i^  \N  !i':.si.!i. 

.//  /f' a/ ('.///•//  (^uiirf,rl'i   M'-'-nii  //r.'/  m  //,-."■./•,.  :h'   Jn'-'i   ■•  >■•:••.•'//..  .  ••  •/.,  l- 
The  eommiltcc  appo.r.tLiI  al   I  i«»t   niev'-ii^t..  ;.•:,;.  1  ih..   M..iit'.I\-  >Ki:i:\r  "i 
\ork,  to  impiirc  into  the  prnpiietv    v[   -,:i;i,    e!i;i:;,.s  v\M;»u.l  ,ii^.i-ii<  0\a\  n.ci:  ! 
some  of  It  mein!)crs,  JM.ide  lliv  I   lliuii.-:  r.  :-ii.;. 

^Vc  h.ivc  paid  atli;iil'.«»n  to  triv  ;iji:)')liiiiii..  i|i,  :iii  I  'e.i»->t  *»;  ,.>i:  !nrii  -vV  *.'••.' 
m'ttee  attended  tlie  M  Mi'.hlv  M.  «  \'Uf::  ci  \,  w  \i.-k.  h.  u:  !  t!;.  j-.ir:.-.  s  -n  iSc  «  j^^ 
d'd  not  tind  that  ihev  lia  I  :v\\   i-.'-l  e.iHi-  U,  eomriii.r.  "ttLA!  ii..  ••'■.. '. 


Ti»c  lorejj-.Mii^  sre  Une   ».-'j>.'>   of  m'M«'/.c"^  i»ii 'Jie   :ci".  1-.  ul    >\  i-"'i--v  i^i!.» 

sn.i'iirA  \  Mir.uiiii.i . '. 


Mect'.Mf;. 


.-    I 


'I* 


Jo!>n  <:  A^b('*.t  U  ill. am  H-ii.-n  \:i-.  •:  I,,..: 

.lolin  I  -I'l-.ix-i'tt  \<a  Mi.I.!"'i-;"!i  !   •..;.'.•  i, -k 

lloiii'imMi  Di.iris  **  i-i-.m' 1  Mi.kti--  !•.»  ./•*»,•••  •::  v.  . 

Micinei  i\\i..;  .\,'\  :d.  \\:.\.'   \'.  r.'.v...:.:  r  ..•:  - 

*»  ttnisal    l.i\l«v  1  ••  .' )  M- !  •'.  ••  •;  i  .,  ^>  !    |,.-^\'     • 

l>.i-.di   ra\i)r  };  '..I-;!  M:. «..,!.•■  »».,  .:    j".«''.    •.- 


4t'>y 


el  Sfttterthwftit 
•t  Field 

A  SaUerthirait 
pe  Satterthwftit 
\  Satterthwait 
Ellif 
I  Brown 
an  Field 
Idren  fifty-nine. 


iret  Ivlns 
Clayton 
Brown 
ab  Fowler 
•oh  Ellis 
>eth  Ellis 
lb  Hendrickson 
>eth  Sliotwell 
Thom 
ul  Ellis 
lb  Lippincott 
>eth  Lippincott 
lil  Satterthwait 
Satterthwait 
3'eth  Satterthwait 
Satterthwait 
ih  Satterthwait 
Taylor 
ih  Taylor 
Taylor 
jth  Woodward 


Joseph  Muldleton 
Chamless  M'ultiicton 
Josiali  (laskill 
Stacy  Decow 
Thomas  Bcllangcr 
Edward  Middlcton 
Isaac  Decow 
Crawford  Wliilc 

JJ'omni  Fncn(f:f. 

M.iry  Field 
Mary  Field,  jr. 
Tabitha  Field 
Phcbc  Ililton 
Sarah  English 
Eliza  Tutts 
Increase  Wood \v aril 
Mary  liorden 
Mary  Gibbs 
Fdizabetl)  MidiUeton 
Elizabeth  Middlelon,  jr. 
Anne  Middlcton 
Martha  Middletun 
Mary  Taylor 
Eliza  (jaskill 
Sybilla  Middleton 
Uaohel  MiiUlIeton 
Ann  Hendrickson 
Mary  Hendrickson 
(jiitherinc  Ann  Kobbins 


William  Satterthwait 
WiHiam  t'arselake 
tiamcs  TIavdock 
.lames  Taylor 
Monlccai  S.  Middlcton 
Joshua  Shot  well 
Aaron  (iaskill 
Aaron  Middleton. 


Anna  White 
Ann  Ilelanpec 
Sarah  Gaskill 
Mary  G.  Taylor 
TondinsoM  Howard 
Sarah  Stilwell 
Susan  Rodgers 
Helen  Decow 
Hannah  Field 
Susan  Halloway 
T.ydia  Woodward 
Maria  Woodwaril 
Ann  Cirselakc 
Rebecca  Woodward 
(.'lemont  Woodward 
Dorothy  I.ee 
Sarah  Taylor,  jr. 
Ann  EIi/,a  Shuui 
Hannah  Taylor 
Elizabeth  Woodwaril. 


SSr.    Exhibit  E  2.    List  of  OHUimIox  in  C/ifstcrfirlff  Prfparativc  Miftiiig.-  jyroJucffI 

tji/  Jiisiuh  Gasleill, 


ekBuntinp: 
ipe  Thorn 
fd  Thorn 
I  Hendrickson 
el  C.  Taylor 
im  Clarke 
b  Clarke 
I  Satterthwait 
imin  Middleton 
»h  Hendrickson 
Hendrickson 
lew  Forsythe 
»b  Hendrickson,  jr. 
La  Dunting 
in  Middlcton 
Woodward, 
ildren  twcntv-scvcn. 


Joel  Middleton 
Warren  Tantum 
Aaron  Bunting* 
Joseph  Decow 
Mary  Hendrickson 
Mary  Schooley 
Rebecca  Schooley 
Mary  Schooley,  jr. 
Ann  Schooley 
Elizabeth  Hendrickson 
Ruth  Rodders 
Fhebe  Middleton 
Mary  Thorn 
Sarah  Robbins 
Marv  Robbins 


Deborah  Bunting 
Charlotte  Taylor 
Charlotte  Taylor,  jr. 
Charlotte  Taylor 
Sarah  Decow 
Miriam  Decow 
Eliza  Middleton 
Samh  Hendrickson 
Jane  Buntinfj^ 
Deborah  Satterthwait 
Elirabeth  Clarke 
Ann  Folwell 
Amy  MidiUeton 
Acksah  Decow 
Caroline  Bunting 


F.xU;i.U  />■:.     Paer  239.     SuhlenltrK  lo  Crmtwi 

ks  Sr 

'". 

prodiieed  by 

/,«mfi  f 

n 

i 

1" 
1 

1 

II 

IP 

111 

sill 

m 
jiij 

111 

ill 

III 

i 

Josliii.i  Bunting 

ao  00 

■ 

30,00 

Joaliuii  W.  swterthwai 

35  00 

30,10 

1,10 

S   3,00 

William  Abbott 

30  00 

; 

30 

Samuel  Abbott 

30  OU;30.0C 

Isaac  Homer 

5  00 

5,00 

Nithnn  Middleton 

30  00 

fi 

35,17.  2 

4,3,10 

lliomas  I^wrie 

3J  OU 

■ 

■:5,oo 

Joseph  Forsylhe 

5  00 

3 

2.00 

3 

3,00 

1,00 

Gideon  Middleton 

r.oo 

Jobn  l-antiim 

■5  OOi 

5.09 

John  Stcvenaon 

5  00 

4 

4,00 

1,00 

IVilliam  Chapman 

5  00 

5,00 

John  Abbott 

30  00 

18,00 

a 

13.00 

Samuel  Itedford 

4  00 

4,00 

Her\ty  Allen 

5  00 

1,00 

4,00 

John  Wright 

7  10 

6.05 

1.05 

5  OO 

5.00 

10  (10 

2 

10,00 

Either  Lippincott 

1   10 

1.10 

Jlhoda  Tilton 

1   10 

1,10 

Jlary  Allen 

15  10 

2 

00,15,10 

Uhoda  Itobbins 

SOO 

1 

5,00 

lUnnah  llankins 

S  00 

S,00 

Isi.ic  Collins 

7  10 

1 

00,11,  6 

6,18,6 

Hubert  Wriiiht 

7  lU' 

r.io 

Alict  Mt:ml 

4  fjiy  i,w 

Harin.-iilukeM-;,l5on,jr. 

10  00 

10.00 

Joseph  U  111  lock 

38  UH  J  8, 00 

) 

Tliomas  Taylor 

7  10, 

r,,i-, 

3,15 

Joseph  M.  I.uwric 

50  W 

5 

Jacob  Middkton 

JO  tji) 

'.o,fia 

|(1,00 

h '10.00 

Wiltiani  Saltertlmait 

10  00, 

3 

(i.OO 

i-i  4,00 

Aal-.ui  Wright 

'  1 

Jo<;1  Chushci- 

5  UO' 

l^lljaU  Field 

15  00  15,00 

Isaac  Combs 

.1  on  J.oii 

1 

Thomas  Corri'jj 

3  00   3,0u 

1  1 

Heorfte  Williams 

3  r,',: 

1.00 

3 

1,10 

1  00,10 

Bamiitl  ClL-vL-iiJCcr 

a  Oi). 

1 

Fretwell  Wilb'ht 

■I  m 

■1,00 

I.ydia  Mooi-e 

r  i,o:,G 

Jolm  Tujlor 

7    l!'| 

J:i "" 

0.00 

ry.i'-',  5 

i.iu 

'4j,U,fi 

30,10| 

5r,i5,.i 

sr 

Amount  siibscrilicd  by  I'licnds  living  at  the  tini 

Subscribers*  cliiUlieu  living  at  the  time  of  Ihe 

with  l''ricii<l<>. 


SubECl 


lie  separalion  of  the  self-styled 
me  of  ilic  separation  of  ttic  self- 


styled  Orthodox, 
Subscribers  deceased  before  the  separation.  anJ  no  cli 
Children  of  svibscrihers  deceased  before  the  separalioi 

members  at  the  time  of  separation, 
f.osi  ill  the  hands  of  subscribers, 
'  ^hpHteelicM  PreoiM'iw!  Uwllnit'iniiotaof  llju      '' 
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317.     Exhibit  N  2,     Lints  of  ChtsUrfidd  Vnpnrativc  Mutinies:  produced  b\j  Jamct 

Brown. 

A  list  of  Orthodox  Friends  in  Chesterfield  Preparative  Meeting, 


lel  Bunting^ 

ge  Thorn 

kid  Thorn 

I  Hendrickson 

Lel  C.  Taylor 

am  Clarke 

h  Clarke 

>  Satterthwait 

ftinin  Middleton 

>h  Hendrickson 

Hendrickson 

ev  Forsythe 

)h  Hendrickson,  jr. 

lA  Bunting 

an  Middleton 

Uiddleton 

«n  Tantum 

la  Tilton. 


Joseph  Decow 
Samuel  Ilalloway  (neutral) 
Sarah  Chapman 
Mary  Flendrickson 
Mary  Schoolcy 
]iebecca  Schooley 
Mary  Schoolcy,  jr. 
Ann  Scliooley 
Elizabeth  Hendrickson 
Kuth  Rodgers 
Phcbe  Middleton 
Mary  Thorn 
Sarah  Uubbins 
Mury  Uubbins 
IJeborah  Kunting 
Charlotte  Taylor 
Charlotte  'I'aylor 


Charlotte  Taylor,  jr. 
Sarah  Decow 
Miriam  Decow 
Kliza  Middleton 
Sarah  Hendrickson 
Jane  liiinting- 
Deborah  Satterthwait 
Kli/abcth  Clarke 
Mary  Ann  Clarke 
Ann  Folwell 
Amv  Middleton 
Acksah  Decow 
Caroline  Bunting 
xMarv  Woodward 
I^ydia  Corlics 
IMicbc  Williams 
Lydia  Forsythe 


Ji  List  of  Friends  behmging  to  Chesterfield  Preparative  Met  ting. 


0.  Abbott 
Lippincott 
amin  Thorn 
ael  Taylor 
lel  Taylor 
I  Taylor 
lel  Satterthwait 
ja  Satterthwait 
^  Satterthwait 
n  Satterthwait 
rt  Field 
r  Ellis 
sftrown 
lan  Field 
am  Hilton 


wet  Ivins 
Clayton 
Brown 
i>ah  Fowler 
bah  Kilis 
.beth  Ellis 
lah  Hendrickson 
,beth  Shotwell 
'  Thorn 
ail  Ellis 
lah  Lippincott 
ibeth  Lippincott 
Satterthwait 
•ail  Satterthwait 
.beth  Satterthwait 
•  Satterthwait 
ah  Satterthwait 
Taylor 
lah  Woodward. 


Asa  Middleton 
Jediah  Middleton 
Samuel  Middleton 
Jacob  Middleton 
Robert  Middleton 
Joscpli  Midiiieton 
Chamless  Middleton 
Josiah  Gaskill 
Stacy  Decow 
Isaac  Decow 
Thomas  Uelangce 
Edward  Middleton 
Crawford  White 
Aaron  Gaskill 
Joseph  (iaskill 

JVomcn  Friants. 

Acksah  Taylor 
Sarah  Tavlor 
Mary  Field 
Marv  Field,  jr. 
Tab'itha  Field 
Phebe  Hilton 
Sarah  English 
Eliza  Potts 
Increase  Woodward 
Mary  Horden 
Mary  Gibbs 
Elizabeth  Middleton 
Elizabeth  Middleton,  jr. 
Anne  Middleton 
Martha  Middleton 
Mary  Taylor 
Eliza  Ga?iki]l 
Svbilla  Middleton 


Isaac  Satterthwait 
Edward  Field 
Joseph  Forsythe 
David  Tantum 
William  Satterthwait 
James  Havdock 
James  Taylor 
Mordecai  S.  Middleton 
Joshua  Shotwell 
Joseph  Satterthwait 
Aaron  Gaskill,  jr. 
Jacob  H.   Middleton 
Jehu  Lippincott,  jr. 
Gideon  Middleton. 


Rarliel  Middleton 
Ann  Hendrickson 
Mary  Hendrickson 
Catherine  Ann  Robbins 
Anne  White 
Ann  IJelanger 
Sarah  (laskill 
Marv  G.  Tavlor 
Tomlinson  Howard 
Sarah  Stilwell 
Helena  Decow 
Susan  Holloway 
Lydia  Woodward 
Maria  Woodward 
Dorothy  I-ce 
Sarah  Taylor,  jr. 
Ann  Eliza  Shinn 
Elizabeth  Woodward 


liny  in  8i(vr>illi  iiioiilh,  ill  lln;  year  next  tiwiiinit, 
VHtuptf'l,  that  tlcniy  Willi*  nnitJolin  Drowi  boOnlred  (»  teiM 
£  UUiiil,  Khmle  liil*nd,  tnU  lihivwRburf,  that  Ihrj  will  rivc  coim^_ 
bur>  Meeting  for  llto  fdUiTt  may  Uclung  la  llic  Veaily  Meeting  «l  lIutiMigt 


its  £«iivnkli}'  ngtvcf]  bv  rrienili  of  1j>i]£  IhIbdiI  .ind  Rlindc  Idand,  tbk 
SUrcwibury  Mcuting  nlmlt  froni  lieiiceliirtli  tulong  Ut  uuf  UunrtcfTj  M4  1 


At  It  Veatly  Mcetinic.  held  in  Hiirlitigton,  at  the  ]<oi 
uf  SiMrcntli-niontli,  lGti.li 

Wliereu,  titij  meeting  luu  judzcd  1|  ruiuiVile  fur  iLe  benelit  aiid  adj 
ihn  miiiuiJ  cnmfbrt  of  PrlenJi,  lli»l  a  fcciieiil  tcurly  tfeetlngr  ntElil  1H 
the  ])tuvii}(U:H  ill  lliciir  jiarlD,  noriJiuurd  its  fur  M  I4cm'  Ec»j;landi  and  I 
OS  tarorniii,  tint  bj  llio  cominjt  ofrrionda  (i>(tet!>iir  from  tbfl  iwver»l  p 
■■  prefcncd,  the  uTiiin  tburcuf  may  be  bctlvr  knu^m  *oi\  uiu 


Olive,  aiid  UoliluD  Sucy,  do  lake  *ucb  moilioilt  by  w 
mMkiDi;,  M  may  bcW  liill  nul  for  ttieir  euiivtnUiie}.  In  urdet  in  bawJI 
bellied. 

Agreed,  lh«l  the  Fricndi  absva  (uiined  da  take  care  to  tviite  lu  llie  X 
of  Friend*  in  f.nRluid,  in  onitr  to  j[iv«  an  «ccoiiii[  of  t1>o  afiiilt*  (t 
Uha-iu  ilicir  uitiiUuica  Midi  utber  rrlBiul*  a«  llicy  flidt  J(e  ilieM. 

Aenacd,  that  tlto  nesi  Vcarly  Ueetlog  be  held  ul  Uurhnftun  tlift  jiiii 
of  Seventh •mllMli,  uext  cntiiin^. 


■   ill  1.H 


till,  the  !5th  diy  ofSe<rnitli4il 
U-rui('T)y  rmyteating  Uia  atMit ' 
111  Wot  JcFMiyt'and'tlHl  mn 


473 


dated  Philadelphia  the  24th  day  of  Seventh-month,  1684,  which  was  comrauni- 

to  our  last  Yearly  Meeting  in  Third-month,  which  our  said  meeting  had  good  unity 

«itb»  and  findinjg  ourselves,  together  with  you,  concerned  for  the  peace  and  prosperity 

of  tbe  church  ofChnst  in  these  parts,  did  therefore  appoint  that  two  Friends  should  be 

chosen  by  each  Quarterly  Meeting  for  the  future,  and  accordingly  at  our  Quarterly 

Matting  at  HerriQg  creek,  the  5tn  day  of  Sixth-month,  1685,  our  beloved  friends  and 

knlbten  Francis  Billing^ly  and  Richard  Harrison  were  appointed  for  that  service,  to 

iM^om  we  refer  you  for  further  information  and  consultation  of  the  affairs  of  truth  in 

parts.    Our  prayers  are  that  the  God  of  truth  and  wisdom  may  be  with  you,  and 

true  unity,  peace,  and  prosperity  may  remain  for  ever  in  the  church  of  which  Christ 

is  the  head  and  lawgiver. 

.  ;•  Signed  by  appointment  of  our  Quarterly  Meeting  at  Herring  creek,  the  5th  of  Sixth- 

aontb,  1685. 

WILLIAM  RICHARDSON, 
RICHARD  HALL, 
RICHARD  JOHNS. 

It  was  therefore  unanimously  agreed  and  concluded  by  this  meeting,  that  there  be 
but  one  Yearly  and  general  meeting  in  this  province  and  West  Jersey,  one  year  at  Bur- 
^'ttifgton  and  another  at  Philadelphia,  and  to  be  held  the  next  year  at  Burlington,  on  the 
'^'l^nt  First-day  of  Seventh-month,  and  to  continue  first,  second,  and  third  days  of  Seventh- 
K  gEMmth  for  worship,  and  the  fourth  day  to  be  for  the  men's  and  women's  meetings.  Tlie 
[i;  next  year  after  to  be  at  Philadelphia,  on  the  same  day  of  the  same  month,  and  to  con- 
::tiniie  the  same  time — this  agreement  to  continue  till  further  orders. 

It  is  further  agreed,  that  Friends  in  the  ministry  do  meet  together  on  the  first  day 
lamrning,  at  the  seventh  hour,  before  the  public  general  meetings,  in  such  place  as 
be  prepared  by  the  public  Friends  of  each  town  where  the  meeting  shall  be  kept 
year. 
Agreed,  that  our  next  Yearly  Meeting  be  held  at  Burlington  as  aforementioned^ 

At  a  general  Yearly  Meeting  held  for  Friends  of  Pennsylvania,  East  and  West  Jer- 
and  of  the  adjacent  provinces,  held  in  the  meeting  house  at  Burlington,  the  eighth 
of  Seventh-month,  1686." 

'  The  Friends  in  Maryland  having  appointed  William  Sockwell  and  William  Sharp 

'^eir  Quarterly  Meeting  at  Choptank,  and  William  Berrey  for  Herring  creek  Quar- 

Meeting;  but  none  appearing  for  Virginia  nor  Carolina,  its  agreed,  that  they  be 

;to  again,  tci  request  their  consent  to  have  this  as  a  general  Yearly  Meeting  as  former- 

imyposed." 

■^    *  Agreed,  that  two  Friends  or  more  be  appointed  out  of  every  Quarterly  Meeting 

jpiat  ar«  capable  to  g^ve  an  account  of  the  affairs  of  truth,  to  attend  this  general  Yearly 

Jieeling  to  be  held  from  time  to  time  until  the  said  meeting  shall  be  ended." 


iJP%e  404.     EMbil  T2.    List  of  RepresentativeM  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  in  1827/  pro- 
duced ty  Jfiomaa  Evaru. 

Philadelphia — Thomas  Stewardson,  John  Cooke,  Charles  Townsend,  Edward  Ran- 

fMphf  John  Paul,  Timothy  Paxson,  William  Evans,  Joseph  Gibbons,  Henry  Cope, 

j;^nioin»s  Wistar,  Ellis  Yamall,  Jacob  Ballenger,  Abraham  Ix>wer,  Joseph  Snowdon, 

/Bfunuel  Noble,  Israel  W.  Morris,  Walker  Mpore,  Joseph  Rhoads,  Jacob  Thomas^  Ellis 

JLeet  James  Starr,  Jacob  Haines,  Jacob  Clayton,  Henry  Battin. 

;    Abington — Jacob  Paxson,  Samuel  Scholfield,  George  Hallo wel,  William  Grant,  Joel 

Jif  oolman,  Peter  Robeson,  Isaac  Whitelock,  Joseph  Jones,  James  Walton,  Joseph 

^^ktcet  Benjamin  Walmsley,  James  Townsend,  Isaac  Parry,  George  Spencer,  Georgo 

Mioemaker,  Gove  Mitchell,  Ezra  Comfort,  George  Martin,  Samuel  Tbomas,  Joshua 

piunon,  John  Fpulke,  Evan  Penrose,  Richard  Moore,  Jesse  Iden,  John  Z.  Flagler, 

Daniel  Stroud,  Enoch  Walker,  William  Pickering. 

Bucks—Abraham  Harding,  John  Miller,  jr.  Elijah  Fish,  John  Comfort,  Michael 
irramp,  John  Watson,  (Middletown,)  Benjamin  Mather,  Maiden  Wilson,  Jacob  Trego, 
brael  Lancaster,  John  Watson,  (Buckingham,)  Thomas  Carey,  Cephas  Ross,  Watson 
Fell*  Vohn  L.  Johnson,  Aaron  Eastburn,  Moses  Eastbum,  Mahlon  Yardley,  Joseph 
Briggs,  David  Roberts,  William  Taylor,  John  Tucker,  John  Simpson,  William  Trego. 
Vol.  II. — 60 
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one^fifUi  or  one-sixth  uf  the  whole  number  that  will  adhere  tu  the  uU  establishment ; 
they  deal  out  many  charges  upon  us,  both  from  the  press  and  pulpit,  as  scceders,  se- 
pjaratists,  new-hghts,  followers  of  Elias  Hicks,  Scc.and  also  charge  us  with  infidel  prin- 
ciplea;  but  we  have  not  altered  from  the  ancient  faith  and  doctrine  of  the  society, 
neither  separated  from  the  Society  of  Friends,  but  from  that  spirit  of  contention  and 
intolerance  which  had  prevailed  to  a  lamentable  degree,  whereby  the  bonds  of  our 
teli^ouB  union  was  broken,  and  to  regain  that  and  restore  harmony  and  love  in  the 
Society,  is  the  done  object  of  those  who  have  thought  it  right  to  organize  another 
Yearly  Meeting,  or  perhaps  it  may  more  properly  be  ssdd,  to  reorganize  the  old,  for 
it  will  undoubtedly  have  the  best  claim  to  that  character;  Baltimore  has  recognised  it 
by  reading  our  epistle  and  sending  a  reply,  and  I  think  many  more  will.  Indiana  and 
Ohio  has  been  sadly  priest-ridden  by  the  British  ambassadors  this  last  season,  but  they 
have  so  effectually  sown  the  seed  of  discord  among  them,  that  another  year  will  pro- 
duce a  revolution  there,  I  have  very  little  doubt.  There  is  a  paper  published  in  Wil- 
mington called  the  Berean,  well  calculated  to  spread  lig^t  on  these  subjects;  I  should 
be  gUd  it  was  circulated  among  you. 

Thy  friend,  IIALLIDAY  JACKSON. 


Page  276.    Exhibit  No,  44  J.     Statement  laidbefin-e  the  Monthly  Meeting  in  New  Yurie ; 

produced  by  John  Barrow* 

7h  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  New  York, 

Recent  circumstances  in  the  Preparative  Meeting  of  New  York  for  the  southern 
district,  have  induced  a  considerable  number  of  Friends  belonging  thereto,  to  lay  the 
following  statement  before  the  Monthly  Meeting. 

At  a  Preparative  Meeting  held  in  Eighth-month  last,  a  request  was  hiade  for  a  cer- 
tificate of  removal,  directed  to  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green  street  in  Philadelphia, 
but  a  minute  from  the  north  Monthly  Meeting  in  that  city  having  been  read  in  one  of 
oar  previous  Monthly  Meeting^,  informing  us  that  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Green 
street  had  been  dissolved  by  the  Quarterly  Meeting  to  which  it  had  belonged,  and  had 
been  joined  to  that  meeting, — we  considered  it  irregular  and  improper  to  grant  the 
fequest.  The  clerk  believing,  that  he  could  not  consistently  form  a  minute  recog- 
nbnne  a  meeting  that  did  not  exist  according  to  the  order  of  society,  the  subject  was 
1^  for  that  time. 

At  our  next  Preparative  Meeting,  held  the  26th  of  Ninth-month,  the  request  was 
again  revived,  but  the  same  objection  to  correspond  with  a  meeting  that  had  been 
annulled  by  its  superior  meeting  remaining  in  full  force,  and  the  clerk,  still  believing 
that  he  should  violate  the  duty  be  owed  to  society  by  forming  such  a  minute,  he  again 
declined  making  it.  This  subjected  him  and  the  Friends  who  were  opposed  to  so 
Irregular  a  proceeding  to  many  unkind  remarks,  and  he  was  directed  in  this  as  well  as 
the  previous  meeting,  to  leave  his  seat.  As  he  had  been  regularly  appointed  clerk  for 
one  year  only  three  months  previous  by  the  full  unity  of  the  meeting,  he  believed  it 
tight  not  tQ  comply. 

A  committee  was  then  nominated  to  propose  another  clerk  at  an  adjournment  of  the 
meeting,  at  which  time  there  was  one  named  to  act  in  that  capacity  for  the  day,  and 
the  clerk  was  directed  to  deliver  to  him  the  books  and  papers  belonging  to  the  mcet- 
%Ag,  (with  which  he  has  since  conmlied.)  The  application  for  tlie  certificate  was  then 
minuted,  and  the  other  business  of^the  Preparative  Meeting  acted  on.  And  notwith- 
standing the  strong  evidence  that  was  given  at  this  as  well  as  at  many  preceding  meet- 
ings of  the  want  of  that  unity  which  is  so  important  and  so  necessary  to  be  maintained 
in  religious  society,  the  queries  were  answered  in  the  ordinary  way  with  as  little 
exception  to  that  on  love  and  unity ^  as  usual.  Thus  withholding  from  superior  meetings 
our  real  state.  The  Friends  opposed  to  these  proceedings  were  requested  to  remain 
after  the  adjournment.  Then  ensued  a  scene  which  was  to  us  painful  in  the  extreme. 
Those  Friends  who  wished  quietly  to  remain,  in  order  to  take  into  consideration  what 
might  appear  proper  in  this  extraordinary  state  of  things,  were  subjected  to  much  un- 
fiiendly  treatment,  and  an  attempt  was  made  to  take  forcible  possession  of  the  books 
and  papers  belonging  to  the  meeting.  It  is  a  lamentable  truth,  and  one  which  cannot 
be  concealed,  that  the  ancient  practice  of  our  society  of  being  governed  in  our  dcci- 
Mons  by  tlie  solid  sense  and  religious  weight  of  the  meeting,  has  in  many  instances  of 


176 

Utter  time,  been  widely  Jeparled  from;  when  new  *nd  important  tneosures  liase  come 
bcfiire  our  meeting,  inslead  of  tint  coiulacrtmon  which  hu  heretoTorc  Beeured  luin>a> 
ny,  lliey  h»ve,  under  the  influence  of  mucli  cicilement,  been  burried  Uirough  the 
meeting  by  a  nujorlly  of  voices.  Many,  it  is  spprehendeil,  who  b»ve  never  come  un. 
der  the  s»nctifjing  power  of  truth,  t«ke  &  very  Active  pirt'iii  the  deliberations  ofoor 
meeting,  and  by  thi*  meini,  meuures  ue  frequenlljr  cuTicd  tbat  mc  calculated  10 
sap  the  foundation  of  our  society,  in  opposition  to  the  judgment  of  ihoiie  to  whom  tlie 
order  and  principles  of  it  are  dear. 

SulTering,  as  we  do,  from  (he  foregoing  causes,  we  »rc  induced  to  ask  the  ainitincc 
of  the  Monthly  Meeting,  and  respectfully  propose  that  an  appllcalion  be  made  to  (he 
Quarterly  Meeting  for  their  counsel  and  isaistance  in  healing  the  many  and  sotroitiiil 
causes  of  disunion  that  prevail  among  us  as  a  society. 

Signed  on  behalf  of  Friends  aawmbled  on  the  occasion. 

THOMAS  HAUXMCItST, 
SAMUEL  WOOD. 
WM.  F.  MOTT. 

mm  York,  l>l„f  Tatlh-numth,  183r.  JOHN  K.  WILI.TS. 

Pitgt  329.    Exhibit  Ko.  -16.     MinuU  of  Muting  ft  Suffcringi;  produttd  by  tt'ilUai* 


Iphia  the  20ib  of  TwclAb-month,  im. 


continued,  which  alTects  thcprift- 

■  some  of  (hose  pieces  being  bnniftil 

k  a  matter  of  such  imporcsacc  as  loju*' 

,  1        _  ..  ..   .a_     he  wliole  into  solid  consideration,  inJ 

_,,....    .leir  ai^.,„^  thereon  lu  i,u>   xt  mee»iigi  and  John  Coi,  Jonathan  Enn, 

Samuel  P.  GrifEtta,  John  Comly,  Samuel  Settle,  Tbomns  AVistsr,  and  Thomas  Stc- 
ardson,  are  accordingly  appointed  thereto." 

At  a  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  held  in  FhiUdelpliia  the  irth  of  First-month,  tS23,  ftf 
sent  foriy-three  members — 

The  committee  under  appointment,  having  given  delibenxlc  attention  to  the  iatpaf 
tant  subjects  confided  to  them  at  our  last  meeting,  produced  an  essay  of  whatappeiml 
to  tlicm  as  useful  and  expedient  respecting  some  of  our  principles  and  doctrines;  lie 
further  consideration  whereof,  is  referred  to  be  taken  up  at  our  adjournment,  whicb  b 
agreed  to  be  at  3  o'clock  this  afternoon. 

About  wbich  time  Friends  again  met. 

On  renewed  consideration  of  llie  business  before  us  in  the  forenoon  sitting,  tbeU 
lowing  was,  with  unity  and  harmony,  approved;  and  it  is  directed  that  a  co^  be  larie 
and  forwarded  to  the  printer  at  Wilmingtoiv  ilcsirinff  him  to  annex  it  to  the  wok 
which  we  understand  is  to  contain  the  whole  of  those  pieces,  viz: 

A  controversy  having,  for  a  considerable  time  past,  been  carried  on  in  a  paper  ptiat 
cd  at  Wilmington,  [Del.]  styled  the  Christian  Repository,  between  a  person  wfaout 
dresses  his  essays  to  the  Society  of  Friends,  and  another  who,  in  replying  tbeiela, 
might  by  some  be  thought  to  write  on  behalf  of  the  society,  or  by  its  countenaacei 
we  think  it  right  to  declare,  that  we  have  no  knowledge  whatever  of  this  author,  nd 
entirely  disavow  any  connexion  with  him  in  this  business;  and  desire  that  oucrelipMU 
society  may  not  be  considered  as  accountable  for  the  sentiments  contained  in  these 
publications.  Our  profession  and  doctrines  which  we  have  ativajs  held,  and  at  difiisv 
ent  times  published  (o  the  world,  are  founded  upon  the  principles  of  the  Cbristisil  it- 
ligion,  as  contained  in  the  Holy  Scriptures,  as  may  be  seen  in  a  number  df  our  vH^Ii 

Signed  on  behalf  and  by  direction  of  a  meeting  of  ilie  rt-presentalives  of  the  teli' 
Society  of  Friends  in  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  and  the  eastern  ok 
Maryland,  held  in  Philadelphia  the  17th  of  Firtt-month,  1833.  • 

JONATHAN  ETUrak  (]l«» 
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On  attending  to  the  further  part  of  the  essay  which  the  committee  produced,  con- 
taining a  few  brief  extracts  from  the  writings  of  our  primitive  Friends,  on  several  of 
Che  doctrines  of  the  Christian  religion  which  have  been  always  held,  and  are  most  surely 
believed  by  us;  upon  solid  consideration,  they  appeared  so  likely  to  be  productive  of 
benefit,  if  a  publication  thereof  was  made  and  spread  among  our  members  ^nerally, 
tiiat  the  committee  on  the  printing  and  distribution  of  religious  books,  are  directed  to 
have  a  sufficient  number  of  them  struck  off  and  distributed  accordingly — ^being  as  fol- 
lows, viz.-»[See  p.  329.] 


Page  331.    Exhibit  No,  47.    Mtnute  of  Meeting  for  Sufferings;  produced  by  WilKam 

Evana, 

[B.] 

At  a  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  held  in  Philadelphia  the  15th  of  Twelfth-month,  1826, 
present  forty-two  members — 

The  southern  Quarterly  Meeting  having  taken  into  consideration  an  entire  revision  of 
their  representation  in  this  meeting,  and  in  Eighth-month  last  made  an  almost  total 
change  therein;  as  the  subject  was  quite  unprecedented,  and  it  appearing  that  sudi  a 
measure  was  not  contemplated  by  the  discipline,  the  whole  matter  was  committed  to  a 
number  of  Friends  at  our  last  meeting,  who,  after  deliberate  consideration,  produced 
the  following  report,  viz: 

''The  committee  appointed  to  consider  the  minute  received  from  the  Southern 
Qoarteriy  Meeting  report,  that  upon  consideration,  difficulties  to  the  accepting  the  said 
minute  had  occurred;  and  it  was  unitedly  agreed  to  suggest,  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  whether  it  would  not  be  expedient,  and  tend  to  the  har- 
monious resulting  of  the  subject,  to  appoint  a  committee  to  confer  with  the  Quarterly 
Meeting,  or  a  committee  thereof,  if  such  should  be  appointed." 

In  accordance  with  this,  the  following  Friends  are  appointed,  viz:  John  Cox,  Samuel 
Settle,  Thomas  Wistar,  William  Newbold,  John  Tatum. 

At  a  Meeting  for  SuflTerings,  held  in  Philadelphia  the  19th  of  First-month,  1827,  pre- 
•ent  thirty-one  members^- 

John  Cooke  and  Philip  Price  are  added  to  the  committee  appointed  at  our  last  meet- 
mgt  to  attend  the  southern  Quarterly  Meeting. 

At  a  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  held  in  Philadelphia  the  16th  of  Third-month,  1827, 
present  forty-five  members — 

The  committee  appointed  to  attend  the  southern  Quarterly  Meeting,  presented  the 
following  report,  viz: 

7b  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings. 

The  committee  appointed  to  confer  with  the  southern  Quarterly  Meeting,  respect- 
ing the  difficulties  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  have  experienced,  in  consequence  of 
their  minute  of  Eighth-month  last,  report, — That,  believing  a  personal  conference 
would  af!brd  the  best  opportunity  of  entering  into  a  full  examination  and  mutual  un- 
derstanding of  the  subject,  three  of  our  number  proceeded  to  Little  Creek,  and  attend- 
ed that  Quarterly  Meeting  with  the  minute  of  our  appointment.  The  committee  as- 
•ured  the  Quarterly  Meeting,  that  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings  did  not  assume  the  privi- 
lege of  interfering  with  the  appointment  of  representatives — the  right  of  the  Quarterly 
Meeting  to  select  such  Friends  as  they  might  deem  suitable  for  the  service,  and  also  to 
fill  all  vacancies  that  might  from  time  to  time  occur,  was  not  questioned.  The  Meet- 
ing for  Sufferings  never  had  attempted  to  interfere  on  this  subject:  the  difficulty  that 
presented  on  the  present  occasion,  arose  from  a  belief  that  no  vacancy  had  occurred. 
The  discipline  establishing  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  directs  that  twelve  Friends  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  four  out  of  each  of  the  Quarters;  the  only 
cases  which  constitute  a  vacancy  and  which  call  for  reappointment,  are  death,  resigna- 
tion, or  neglect  of  attendance;  and  the  uniform  practice  of  society,  for  seventy-years, 
bas  been  in  accordance  with  the  discipline,  which  could  only  be  altered  by  the  Yearly 
Meeting;  for  we  apprehended  it  must  appear  manifest,  that  some  fixed  general  rule 
was  indispensable,  or  otherwise  each  of  the  Quarterly  Meetings  might  change  the  dis- 
cipline or  practice,  as  from  time  to  time  circumstances  might  induce  "them  to  think  a 
change  desirable:  hence,  great  variety,  and  even  contrary  and  opposing  practice,  might 
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■I  in  llie  dilTcreiit  Quarterj;  anJ  Uencc  pcrpkiily  iinJ  uncertsinly  in  llic  Hctbif 
iflerings-     Tb«t  no  cliwige  in  the  rule  of  Bociety  on  the  subject,  coold  b*  nde 
y  the  ""      '-  Meeting,  aecma  to  be  the  general  sense  of  Friends.  »nd  l*i 
1  t>n  CDnsiJer  the  eipcJiency  of  afl  ippDJnlmenU  bcin^  foiabadM 

'«  jrought  up  by  one  of  the  Quarlen,  and  on  considerauon,  the  tts^ 

,..  _t»t  way  did  not  open  la  make  the  propoied  change.     Th«  M^im 

efore,  adverting  to  the  present  diBcipline,  ihe  uniform  pnclJMfl 
;ent  deciilon  of  the  Ve»rly  Meeting  on  this  »ery  paint,  fehpMI 
ill  •i.^^i  ng  a  minute  which  appean  to  be  in  contnrention  of  ^  pM  |i» 
Lccu.i.gB  and  rule,  but  desirous  of  KToiding  anj  collision  with  a  Quarteily  UcM^ 
they  were  informeil  that  we  were  appointed,  if  they  should  thlnlc  proper  to  seMHI 
ft  coniTTiitlce  fdV  the  purpose,  to  enter  into  a  fUll  coniiderition  of  the  whole  mWA 
with  a  hope  that  such  a  conference  might  result  in  some  conclusion  which  would  be  t» 
mutual  salisfaction.  The  Quarterly  Meeting,  however,  declined  appointing  >  conW- 
lee,  or  in  any  way  explaiolni'  their  views  of  the  subject. 

JOHN  COX,  WILLIAM  NEWllOLft 

[Signed,]  PHILIP  PRICE,  JOHN  COOKE, 

THOMAS  WISTAB,         SAMUEL.  BF.TTLE, 
JOHN  TATUM, 
7%ird-month  ISth,  1327. 
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[C] 

At  a  Yearly  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  held  in  Pliiladelphia  by  adjoui 
from  Ihc  1-Uii  of  Fouplh-monlh  to  Ihe  18ih  "'  'hi;  ssme  inclusive,  1837 — 

HMJng  proceeded  in  llie  consideration  i  answers  lo  the  queries,  as  Ur 

3nd  inclusive,  and  the  meeting  being  hfou(  Icr  an  exercise  respecting '" 

try,  it  was,  after  solid  conaideniion,  concli j  appoint  a  committee  to  triait, 

nay  open,  the  several  Quarterly  and  Preparative  Meetings  of  miniatcea  and 
through  Ihe  strength  which  may  be  vouchMfed  by  the  blessed  Cead  of  the 
extend  such  advice  and  assisluncc  as  may  conduce  to  the  health  of  the  body, 
benciit  of  the  individual  members;  to  which  service  the  following  Tricndi  are 
viz:  Samuel  Settle,  William  Jackson,  Jonathan  Evans,  Thomas  W»tar,  Hi 
Haines,  William  Newbold,  Joseph  Whilall,  William  Allinson,  Sarah  Cresson,  Jane  B* 
lle,  nannah  Whitall,  Elizabeth  Kecvc,  Mary  Wislar,  Elizabeth  Allinson,  Muy  MortMk 
And  the  said  Quiitcrly  and  Preparative  Meetings  are  desired  to  accommodate  tlil 
commiitcc  in  sucli  manner  and  at  auch  times,  as  may  aid  thero  in  the  fulfilment  of  tbt 
duly  devolved  upon  Ihcm. 

2nd  Answer.  A  belief  is  expressed,  that  ministers  are  generally  sound  in  wofd  Md 
doclrine,  and  that  they  are  careful  their  ministry  may  be  in  the  ability  queried  after. 
One  Quarterly  Meeting  reports,  that  one  of  its  branches  has  stated  that  much  pain  *bJ 
exercise  have  been  experienced  on  account  of  persons  coming  among  them,  [in  laiiil 
gating  sentiments  or  tloctrines,  tending  to  lay  waste  a  belief  in  our  Lord  and  SarioH 
Jesus  Christi  and  the  same  Quarterly  Mcel'uig  adds,  that  unsuundocas  in  the  lliiiij^lj. 
exisU  among  Ihem, 


At  a  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  held  In  Philadelpliia,  Ihe  2nd  of  Eighth -month,  ISI3: 
The  Southern  Quarterly  Meeting  having  requested  the  advice  of  this  meeting,  oa  s 
subject  interesting  to  tliem,  a  committee  was  verbally  appointed  some  months  ainee  M 
examine  Ihe  same,  who  aAer  mature  deliberation  made  Ihc  following  report,  whic^  is 
approved,  and  il  is  directed  that  the  Southern  Quarter  be  furnished  with  a  copy  Ibens', 
and  oflhi*  Gonclu^on,  vi?. 
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To  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings^ 

The  committee  named  to  attend  to  the  request  from  the  Southern  Quarter,  reports, 
that,  in  Eighth-month,  1800,  an  attempt  was  made  by  the  Southern  Quarterly  Meeting 
to  establish  a  boarding  school  for  the  guarded  education  of  their  youth— for  this  pur- 
po«c  funds  were  nused,  a  house  rented,  and  the  school  opened;  but  having  failed  in  sup- 
^ortmg  the  school  it  was  discontinued;  and  the  Quarterly  Meeting  now  ask  of  the  Meet- 
Mg  for  Sufierings,  the  privilege  of  applying  the  small  balance  of  that  fund,  remaining 
m  their  hands,  towards  the  education  of  the  children  of  Friends  witliin  their  Quarter," 
who  arc  in  indigent  circumstances.  The  committee  on  considering  the  case,  believe 
that  such  application  of  the  balance  of  the  funds  as  is  asked  for,  would  be  consistent 
with  the  design  of  Friends  of  that  Quarterly  Meeting,  and  therefore  propose  that  their 
request  be  complied  with. 


Philadelphia,  Twelfth-month  IIM,  1822. 


SAMUEL  POWELL  GUIFFITTS, 
THOMAS  STEWARDSON, 
CALEB  PEIUCE. 
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by  Thomas  Evans, 

[A.] 

First  Letter^-Eldera  to  Elias  Hicks. 

<'To  EuAs  Hicks, 

**  Friends  in  Philadelphia  having  for  a  considerable  time  past  heard  of  thy  holding 
and  promulgating  doctrines,  different  from,  and  repugnant  to,  those  held  by  our  reli- 
gious  society,  it  was  cause  of  uneasiness  and  deep  concern  to  them;  as  their  sincere  re- 
nrd  and  engagement  for  the  promotion  of  the  cause  of  truth,  made  it  very  desirable  to 
9Mm  that  all  the  members  of  our  religious  society  should  move  in  true  harmony  under 
the  leadings  and  direction  of  our  blessed  Redeemer.  Upon  being  informed  of  thy  sen- 
ttmeptB  expressed  to  Joseph  Whitall,  that  Christ  was  not  the  Son  of  God  until  after  the 
baptism  of  John  and  the  descent  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  that  he  was  no  more  than  a 
man:  that  the  same  power  that  made  Christ  a  christian  must  make  us  christians,  and  that 
the  same  power  that  saved  him  must  save  us; — many  Friends  were  much  affected  there- 
with. And  some  time  afterward,  several  Friends  being  together  in  this  city  on  sub- 
jects relating  to  our  religious  society,  they  received  an  account  from  Ezra  Comfort  of 
•ome  of  thy  expressions  in  the  public  general  meeting,  immediately  succeeding  the 
Southern  Quarterly  Meeting,  lately  held  in  the  state  of  Delaware,  which  was  also  con- 
firmed by  his  companion  Isaiah  Bell.  On  hearing  which,  it  appeared  to  Friends  a  sub- 
ject of  so  great  importance,  and  of  such  deep  interest  to  the  welfare  of  our  religious 
aociety,  as  to  require  an  early  extension  of  care,  in  order  that  if  any  incorrect  statement 
had  been  made,  it  should  as  soon  as  possible  be  rectified,  or  if  true,  that  thou  mightest 
be  possessed  of  the  painful  concern  of  Friends,  and  their  sense  and  judgment  thereon. 
Two  of  the  elders  accordingly  waited  on  thee  on  the  evening  of  the  day  of  thy  arrival 
in  the  city,  and  although  thou  denied  the  statement,  yet  thy  declining  to  meet  those 
two  elders  in  company  with  those  who  made  it,  left  the  minds  of  Friends  without  relief. 
One  of  the  elders  who  had  called  on  thee,  repeated  his  visit  on  the  next  day  but  one, 
and  again  requested  thee  to  see  the  two  elders  and  the  Friends  who  had  made  the  above 
atateroent,  which  thou  again  declined.  The  elders  from  the  different  Monthly  Meet- 
ings in  the  city,  were  then  convened  and  requested  an  interview  with  thee,  which  thou 
i^iao  refused;  yet  next  day  consented  to  meet  them  at  a  time  and  place  of  thy  o(wn  fix- 
ing. But  when  they  assembled,  a  mixed  company  being  collected,  the  elders  could 
not  in  this  manner  enter  Into  a  business  which  they  considered  of  a  nature  not  to  be  iii- 
▼estigated  in  any  other  way  than  in  a  select  private  opportunity.  I'hey  therefore  con- 
Mdered  that  meeting  a  clear  indication  of  Uiy  continuing  to  decline  to  meet  the  elders, 
aa  they  proposed.  Under  these  circumstances,  it  appearing  that  thou  art  not  willing 
to  hear  snd  disprove  the  charges  brought  against  thcc,  we  feel  it  a  duty  to  declare  that 
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we  etnnot  hare  religious  unity  wUh  thy  eonilucl,  nor  will>  tUc  doctrinea  Uiou  u\ 
charged  with  pramulgMing. 

CALEB  PEIRCE.  ELLIS  YABNALL, 

THOMAS  8TEWAHDS0N.  BICIIAUU  lIUMPlinErS. 

8AMUBL  POWPXL  GHIFFITTS  THOMAS  WISTAR. 

BDWAHD  HANDOLPH,  LEONARD  SNOWDON. 

I9BAEL  HAULE,  JOSEPH  SCATTEHGOOl).' 
FkUaddpfua,  Twtlfih-moftih  191k,  1B32. 

[BO 
Second  LOitr—Bldtn  to  BUa»  Krki. 

'•  PBtl*D»lPttU,  FlHST-JIOSTH  4tl,  18S3. 

"  On  the  peruMl  oflliy  letter  ot  the  3l8t  of  last  month,  it  wis  not  a  little  aBeetlnjlo 
obseire  the  same  diapoiition  itill  prevalent,  that  avoided  a  select  meeting  with  ibt 
eldetsi  which  meeting,  consistently  with  the  si»lion  we  »re  placed  in,  and  with  the  seme 
of  duty  impressive  upon  us,  we  were  engaged  to  propose  *nd  urge  to  ihee  u  >  mtm 
whereby  the  cause  of  uneasiness  might  have  been  inve»Hgaled,  the  Friends  who  tiHt 
■  bited  the  complaint  fully  examined,  and  tli  Jle  bunneu  placed  in  a  clear  point  irf 

view.   On  a  lubjecl  of  lueh  importance,  tt  st  explicit  candour  and  ingenuousnc*, 

with  a  TeaJinesB  to  hear  and  to  give  cample^t^  ^LisFaction,  nught  ever  to  be  msintaiiMd. 
this  the  gfospel  teache9,and  the  nature  of  ilii.  rase  imperiously  demands  it.  Astatbeecr 
liGcale  which  accompanies  Ih'- ''  iral  wceXs  after  the  circumitanccsi* 

currcd.  It  is  in  several  respei  ambiguous,  and  in  others,  thougbii 

diflerent  terms,  it  corroborati  .  •>-  .^  ,i  first  made.     When  we  take  afievof' 

til e  whole  subject,  tlie  doctriT.»..iidf  -  .iti  which  have  been  promulgated  by  tkn 
thoug^h  under  some  caution,  while  ir  ind  the  opinions  which  thou  eipresiri 

in  an  interview  between  Ezra  Comfc  ;  on  the  19lh  ultimo,  we  are  fulty  and 

sarrawfully  conrirmed  in  the  concluiiuii,  nui.  muj  holds  and  art  disseminating  principlei    < 
very  diflerent  from  those  which  are  held  and  maintained  by  our  religious  society.   Al    i 
thou  hast  on  thy  part  closed  the  door  against  llic  brotherly  circ  and  endeavours  of  iht 
elders  here,  For  thy  benefit  and  the  clearing  of  our  religious  profession,  this  matterap- 
pears  lo  he  of  such  serious  magnitude,  so  interesting  to  the  peace,  harmony,  and  veil- 
being  of  society,  that  we  think  it  ought  to  claim  the  weighty  attention  of  thy  friendsal 

(Signed.) 

CALEB  peinCE.  ELLIS  YARNALL, 

3AMUEL  P.  GRIFFITTS,  THOMAS  WISTAR, 

THOMAS  STEWARDSON,  LEONAIID  SNOWDON, 

EUWAIID  RANDOLPH,  JOSEPH  SCATTEUGOOD." 
ISRAEL  MAULE, 

"BeinKpKsent  when  the  foregoing  letter  was  concluded  on,  I  unite  with  thee* 
eern  and  care  of  my  brethren,  theeldera  of  this  city,  that  our  religious  society  mi|l>tMi 
lie  under  the  iinpuution  of  holding  doctrines  which  di>  not  accord  with  the  tettiiMq 
of  the  liolv  scriptures. 

(Signed.)  JONATHAN  EVANl" 

[C] 

Mimttt  of  Prtpanuht  Mttling. 

"  At  a  Prepatalive  Meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  members  of  the  Monthly  HaN 
ing  of  Friends  of  Green  street,  Pliiladelphla,  held  lOlh  of  Fourth-month,  1833." 

"  This  meeting  requests  the  aid  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  ministen  ind 
•  CMC  of  diHiculty. 

"Copied from  the  minutes 

JOSEPH  SCATTEHGOOD,C 
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[D.] 
Minutes  of  Quarterly  Meeting, 

*<At  a  Quarterly  meeting^  of  ministers  and  elders,  held  in  Philadelphia,  the  3d  of  the 
FifUi-month,  1823. 

*•  The  Preparative  meeting  at  Green  street,  requests  the  aid  of  the  Quarterly  meet- 
ing in  a  case  of  difficulty,  which,  after  weighty  deliberation,  is  referred  for  further  con- 
sideration at  our  next  meeting." 

2nd  of  Eighth-^wnihs  1823. 

"  The  request  from  the  Preparative  meeting  at  Green  street,  for  the  aid  of  this  meet- 
itkg  in  a  case  of  difficulty,  commg  again  under  consideration,  the  following  Friends  are 
appointed  to  sit  with  the  members  of  that  meeting,  and  endeavour  to  dip  into  their  state, 
and  extend  such  brotherly  aid  and  advice  as  they  may  be  qualified  for,  viz:  Ellis  Yar- 
nall,  Samuel  Bettle,  Stephen  Stephens,  James  Cockbum,  Joseph  Gibbons,  Mary  Mor- 
ton, Hann:di  Elliott,  Hannah  Evans,  Hannah  Lewis,  and  Jane  Bettle." 

l9t  of  Eleventh-month,  1823. 

**  The  committee  appointed  at  the  request  of  Green  street  Preparative  meeting,  have 
^ven  attention  to  the  subject  of  their  appointment,  but  believing  further  time  needful, 
Chey  are  continued." 

Slst  of  First-month,  1824. 

**  The  committee  appointed  at  the  request  of  Green  street  Preparative  meeting,  have 
giren  renewed  attention  to  the  subject,  and  are  further  continued." 


.  Isl  ofFiflh-monilh  1824. 

*'The  committee  appointed  at  the  request  of  Green  street  Preparative  meeting,  are 
ibtther  continued." 

Slit  of  Seventh-month,  1834. 

**The  committee  appointed  at  the  request  of  Green  street  Preparative  meeting,  hav- 
ing given  further  attention  to  tlic  subject,  are  continued." 

[E.] 
Report  of  Committee, 

To  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders: — 

The  committee  appointed  on  the  application  of  Green  street  Preparative  meeting, 
for  assistance  in  a  case  of  difficulty,  having  given  attention  to  the  subject,  find, 
that  some  of  the  members  of  the  Preparative  meeting,  were  dissatisfied  with  the  con- 
duct of  two  of  their  elders,  (one  of  whom  is  since  deceased, )  in  a  case  which  had 
claimed  their  care,  and  in  which  they  alleged,  they  had  acted  consistent  with  what  they 
believed,  in  the  station  in  which  they  stood,  their  duty  required.  Considerable  time 
elapsed  before  the  committee  could  obtain  so  full  a  disclosure  of  all  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  case,  as  would  enable  them  to  come  to  a  judgment,  and  furnish 
lach  advice  as  might  appear  suited  to  the  occasion.  The  committee  were  the  more 
willing  to  continue  patient  attention  to  the  subject,  in  the  hope  that  time  might  assist 
in  proiducing  a  more  comfortable  feeling  amongst  the  members  of  that  meeting,  and 
with  a  sincere  desire  of  embracing  any  opening,  that  might  occur,  of  being  useful,  not 
only  in  relation  to  the  particular  cause  of  uneasiness,  but  in  promoting  the  general  pre- 
valence of  unity  and- gospel  fellowship  among  those  Friends,  which  appeared  indis- 
pensably necessary  for  the  due  support  of  a  religious  meeting.  Having  at  length  ob- 
tained all  the  information  they  were  likely  to  procure,  the  committee  intended  to  furnish 
the  next  Preparative  meeting  with  such  advice  as  might  appear  adapted  to  the  case, 
and  comport  with  the  object  of  their  appointment;  but  in  this  stage  of  the  business. 
Green  street  Monthly  meeting  interfered,  and  in  a  summary  manner,  acted  in  relation  to 
the  surviving  Friend,  in  such  way,  that  they  consider  him  as  not  retaining  his  place  in 
the  Preparative  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders.  The  committee  think  it  right  to  state 
that  although  the  real  ground  of  unity  and  harmony  continues  to  be  painfully  wanting 
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Ttallt'itimilh  30th,  1H3-1, 

IF.] 
MinuU  nfiflfcl  QiiaTfrrly  Meeting. 

"  To  the  CluartFrly  meelmg. 

"In  Founh-month,  1B3J,  the  »clect  Ppeparative mealing « Green  ■Ireet  in lh«f  n* 
port,  requesled  the  M  of  this  meelmg  in  n  case  of  difficuUy:  i  committee  vta  ttxaf 
ingly  appointed,  Trom  whose  report  we  Hrc  inrormed,  Mbit  having-  giren  aiientioa' 
the  lubjcct,  lindj  that  aome  of  1h«  nemben  of  the  Vreparative  meeiing  were  diMt 
Red  with  the  conduct  of  two  oftlieir  clJera,  (one  of  vhom  is  since  deceased,)  inaou 
which  had  claimed  Ihcircarc,  ami  in  which  *' —  sltcged  they  had  acted  coniiftentwtt 
what  they  believed,  in  the  5t  Bioud,  Iheir  duly  required.     Hanogll 


length  obtained  all  the  infonr  ely  to  procure,  the 

to  furnish  the  next  Preparative  m  h  advice  >a  might  appear  adapted  tote 

case  and  comport  with  the  objec  ^unWrnent;  but  in  this  stage  of  the  biubws 

Green  street  Monthly  meeting  in. ....» .dinasummiTy  manner,  acted  in  relaltM^ 

the  surviving  Friend,  in  such  way,  tl  :onsidec  him  as,not  retaining  bis  place  ia.IH 

Prepsnilive  meeting  of  ministers 

•'  As  »u  io<juiry  into  the  ""r 
Quarterly  meeting  for  diseij 
that  meeting  for  ill  care  am 

'*  The  deck  is  directed  t<i  miwai'  tis  minute  to  the  Quarterly  meeting aai 

lign  it  on  behalf  of  this  meetins-. 

"  Eitmcterl  from  the  mil  '  meeting  of  minister*  and  elder*,  Ul 

inPbiltdelphis,  ItieSOthoi  ._  , 

HOMAS  STEWAHD30N,  Cici." 


;  Apptal  of  Ltimard  Snotudon, 

To  the  Qxmrtetly  Meeting  ofPhUaddpMa. 

From  ■  sense  of  religious  obligation  to  maintain  our  christian  principles,  and  flie  aJa- 
tary  order  of  our  religious  sociFly,  marc  than  fram  any  personal  consideration,  I  sm  it- 
duced  to  claim  the  notice  of  the  liu»rterly  raeeiingi  believing  that  the  procecdingi  uJ 
judgment  of  the  Monthly  meeting  of  Green  street,  in  regard  to  me,  hare  been  wilhiBt 
rule  or  precedent. 

1  underalBnd  that  on  tlie  10th  of  Eighth-month  last,  a  minute  was  made  in  the  MonlUj 
meeting,  stating,  Itiat  I  sm  not  in  unity  witli  that  meeting — as  no  otTence  is  spedfitd. 
and  as  no  committee,  either  of  the  Preparative  or  Monthly  meeting  hoi  been  apptnnttd 
to  speak  to  me,  or  to  examine  into  the  validity  of  the  suggestions  preferred  against  a^ 
and  a*  no  opportunity  has  been  afforded  me  either  to  justify  my  conduct,  or  if  uiAt 
any  mistnlte,  to  receive  that  instniction  and  brotherly  care,  which  the  nature  of  dri^ 
tian  communion  clearly  enjoins;  the  established  order  of  our  discipline  has  herebjDOt 
only  been  contravened,  but  my  religious  rights  invaded,  and  my  chaniclerasameniber 
of  society,  and  of  the  community  at  btrge,  much  affected,  and  my  name  Imnded  down 
upon  record  to  posterity,  as  having  lost  the  unity  of  a  society  to  ivhich,  during  Uu 
course  of  a  long  life.  I  had  hoped  I  was,  in  a  good  measure,  united  in  chrUtitn  felM- 

Hein^  thus  virtually  placed  in  the  situation  of  a  disowned  person,  I  do  not  feel  tnyidf 
■t  full  liberty  to  attend  our  meetings  for  discipline,  or  to  exercise  all  the  privil^''"  "f  • 
memberi  the  Monthly  meeting  having  declined  furnishing  me  with  a  copy  of  it: 
and  tlieir  proceedings  having  been  so  conducted,  that  I  am  considered  as  de' 
the  means  of  obtsining  redress  in  the  usual  wayj  believing  this  to  be  a  case  uni 
among  us,  and  which,  if  permitted  to"  pais  without  due  notice  and  care,  nu; 
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dangerous  precedent,  lubvertire  of  the  peace  and  well  being  of  our  religious  society,  I 
therefore  request  the  Quarterly  meeting  to  give  the  subject  tlwt  attention,  which»  I 
concelye,  its  importance  demands. 

From  your  friend,    . 

LEONARD  SNOWDON. 
PMiadc^hia,  Tenih-morUh  SO/A,  1824. 

[H.] 
Minutes  of  Fhiladelpfiia  Quarlerly  Meeting. 

•  *<At  a  Quarterly  meeting  of  Friends,  held  in  Philadelphia,  the  1st  of  Eleventh-month, 
1824, 

**  The  following  communication  from  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders, 
being  received  and  read,  after  considerable  time  occupied  in  discussing  the  subject,  it 
WBt'  concluded  to  refer  it  for  further  attention  to  our  next  meeting,  as  also  a  written 
communication  from  our  friend  Leonard  Snowdon." 

7th  of  Second-montlh  1825. 

'*  The  communication  from  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  as  also 
tint  from  our  friend  Leonard  Snowdon,  referred  for  attention  at  this,  by  our  last  Quarterly 
meeting,  is  referred  for  attention  at  our  next  Quarter,  together  with  a  minute  from  the 
Honthly  meeting  of  Green  street,  having  reference  to  the  same  subject." 

Minute  of  Green  Ureel  Monthly  Meeting,  above  referred  to, 

<'At  a  Monthly  meeting  of  Friends,  held  at  Green  street,  Philadelphia,  the  20th  of 
First-month,  1825. 

''This  meeting  being  informed  by  our  representatives  to  our  last  Quarterly  meeting, 
that  Leonard  Snowdon  had  presented  a  remonstrance,  appealing  against  the  proceed- 
ings of  Green  street  Monthly  meeting— we  inform  the  Quarterly  meeting,  that  the  said 
paper  was  presented  without  acquainting  this  meeting,  and  that  Leonard  Snowdon  is 
not  deprived  of  any  of  his  rights  as  a  member  of  our  religious  society. 

*'  The  foregoing  is  directed  to  be  included  in  the  extracts  to  be  furnished  to  the 
Quarterly  meeting. 

"  Extracted  from  the  minutes.  , 

"JOSEPH  WARNER,  ClerV 

*'At  a  Quarterly  meeting  of  Frien^s»  held  in  Philadelphia  the  second  day  of  Fiflh- 
month,  1825. 

"After  some  time  spent  in  consideration  of  tUt  remonstrance  of  Leonard  Snowdon, 
appttling  against  the  proceedings  of  Green  street  Monthly  meeting,  the  subject  was 
deferred  for  Qirther  attention  at  our  next  meeting. 

'*  The  communication  from  the  Quarterly  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders^  is  also  re- 
feiredfor  the  attention  of  our  next  meeting." 

.    1st  of  Eighth-month^  1825. 

'*  The  meeting  having  spent  considerable  time  in  connderation  of  the  remonstrance 
and  appeal  of  Leonard  Snowdon,  it  was  believed  that  through  dis<][ualification  to  pro- 
ceed further  in  the  business,  it  would  be  safest  for  the  meeting  to  adjourn,  leaving  it,  and 
the  remaining  business  on  the  minutes  of  last  Quarter,  for  the  attention  of  our  next  meet- 
ing." 

TthdayofEieventh^monthf  1825. 

**  The  remonstrance  and  appeal  of  our  friend  Leonard  Snowdon,  being  again  under 
ecMinderation,  it  was  concluded  to  refer  further  attention  to  it,  to  our  next  Quarterly 
meeting." 

Gth  of  Second-month,  1826. 

**  The  remonstrance  and  appeal  of  our  friend  Leonard  Snowdon,  the  communication 
Ifom  the  [Quarterly]  meeting  of  ministers  and  elders,  with  a  minute  from  the  Monthly 
meeting  of  Green  street,  of  20tb  of  F'urst-montb,  1835,  are  severally  referred  for  atteiv- 
tton  to  our  next  meeting. " 


Iff  of  I'^ifih-nwnUi,  leao. 

"  Tlic  »ubjecW  deferred  »t  our  last  meeting,  beinp  sgiln  brought  under  coniktai- 
tion,  it  WW  concluded  IQ  reqiieat  advice  »ml  »sii»t»ncc  of  the  Ye»rly  meeting  in  a  ciit 
of  difficullv,— tbc  Ibllowmg  friend*  were  appointed  to  give  allctilion  to  tho  subject  itid 
fiiriiisli  any  pipers  or  information  tbat  may  be  required,  vii.  Samuel  BeHle,  Jo"*""" 
Evans,  Thomai  Wlalar,  Abraham  Lower,  WiUiam  Stevenson  wid  Edward  EdwxnU. 


AUttvU  of  the  Quarterly  Mtding. 
7lh  day  of  Fifih^onlh,  1827. 
"  A  minute  of  our  Isle  Yearly  meeting  was  re«d  as  folloni,  and  the  aubjecU  tS  W 
ficulty  alluded  to  Iberein  arc  submllted  to  the  following  Friends  for  their  dehbtnw 
cxarninalion  and  consldemlion,  »nd  llicy  are  requested  to  report  Uicir  sense  W  oa 
next  Uuarterly  meeting,  vii.  Timothy  Pnison,  Daniel  B.  Smith,  Thumaa  Kmbtr, 
Enoch  Lewii,  Thomai  P.  Cope,  George  Williams  and  Israel  W.  Morris, 

"  Copy  of  minute — At  a  Yearly  meeting  held  in  Philadelphia,  by  adjoununcntt  fiw 
the  16ih  of  Fourth-month  to  the  31st  of  the  same,  inclusive,  1S2I'. 

"  llie  rctiuesl  of  Philadelphia  Quarter,  for  assistance  in  »  ease  of  dimeultj'.  bWt 
brought  into  view,  it  wai  concluded  that  ttic  subject  be  returned  to  that  Quarter,  (M 
meeting  not  being  prepared  to  act  thereon." 
"  Extracted  from  the  minute*. 

"  SAMUEL  BETTLE,  Cleft"    . 

IJ-1 

Ilejwt  of  CommUte. 

•'  At  k  Quarterly  meeting  held  In  Philadelphia  the  Tth  of  Eighth-month,  183?, 
"  Tlie  foHoving  report  from  the  committee  appointed  to  the  aervice,  wu  re>d  nri 

approved,  vii; 

"  The  committee  appointed  in  Fifth-month  last,  in  relation  to  a  subject  of  diffioill)' 
which  has  at  several  times  engaged  the  attention  of  the  (luartetly  meeting,  agteeto 
report, — That  we  hate  cartfuUy  inspected  the  documenfi  connected  with  the  mbjecB 
referred  to  ui,  and  arc  united  in  the  judgment  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Quirtci^ 
meeting  of  minister*  and  elders,  in  regard  to  Green  itrcel  Preparative  meeting  of  im- 
nisters  and  elders,  and  its  communication  to  the  Quarterly  meeting,  were  in  strict  k- 
cordance  with  the  disclphne  and  eslaklished  usages  cf  the  society.  That  the  conditct 
of  (he  late  Monthly  meeting  of  Green  street,  in  the  summary  removal  of  LeoauO 
Snovrdun  &om  the  station  of  elder,  waa  inconsistent  with  the  salutary  provisions  of  lie 
discipline,  and  that  no  ground  has  been  discovered  by  us  ftir  the  general  and  uadt 
fined  charge  made  against  him  of  disunity  and  want  of  iiuallfieation  for  the  slatioabe 
'  ' '  The  conclusion,  however,  of  last  Quarter,  in  respect  to  that  meeting,  has,  rs 
"■     '       f  furtlicr  proceedings  in  the  case  unnecessary — which** 

Signed,  TIMOTHY  PAXSON, 

UANIEX  B.  SMlTtl, 
*  THOMAS  K.1MBEU, 

ENOCH  LEWIS,     ' 
THOMAS  P.  COPE, 
GKOItGE  WILLIAMS, 
nik  r/  Sii-mlh-moHlh.  18??  rSRA?:L  W.   MOItHlS." 


Ihrnomlronec  af^nn  Sealltrgood  and  Mart/  Tbyfor. 
To  the  klonlhly  Heeling  of  Friends  held  at  Green  street,  Pliiladelphia. 
lUiaFmr^D,, 

tn  requesting  your  attention  to  the  following  communication,  vre  are  aclinted  ^  M 
-personal  considerations,  but  by  a  sincere  concern  that  the  discipline  wtd  hitherieu*- 
r'.rm  practice  of  our  religious  society  may  be  steadily  maintained; — 
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At  the  Montlily  meeting  in  Sixth-month  last,  a  committee  of  men  and  women  Friends 
was  verbally  appointed,  professedly  to  consider  the  relative  standing  of  the  elders  with 
the  Monthly  meeting.  In  Eighth-month,  a  memorandum  without  any  signature  was 
produced  to  the  meeting  by  the  committee,  stating  nothing  about  the  relative  standing 
of  Friends  in  the  station  of  elders,  but  that  it  was  their  sense,  that  the  services  of 
Mary  Taylor  and  Ann  Scattergood,  as  elders  of  the  meeting,  had  ceased.  The  sub- 
stance of  this  memorandum  was  adopted  and  minuted  by  the  men's  meeting,  and  the 
paper  sent  into  the  women's,  by  two  men  Friends,  who  continued  there  during  the 
whole  of  the  discussion,  and  one  of  them  took  considerable  part  in  it.  Much  differ- 
ence of  sentiment  appeared  in  the  women's  meeting,  and  at  length  the  subject  was  so 
hi  closed,  that  a  minute  was  made,  embracing  the  above  mentioned  memorandum,  and 
also  stating  that  many  Friends  united  with  it,  and  men  Friends  having  come  to  the 
Mine  judgment,  we  were  accordingly  released  from  the  station  of  elders. 

We  think  it  due  to  the  Monthly  meeting  to  inform  it,  that  the  committee  above  re- 
ferred to,  have  never  communicated  with  us  in  any  way,  nor  given  us  the  least  intima- 
tion that  it  was  their  intention  to  bring  us  before  the  Monthly  meeting  in  this  unauthor- 
ized and  summary  manner. — ^When  either  a  minister  or  an  elder  is  thought  to  have 
lost  his  or  her  services,  our  discipline  by  a  specific  rule,  has  very  particularly  pointed 
out  the  course  to  be  pursued  !n  treating  with  them  for  their  restoration;  from  which 
It  clearly  appears,  that  tender  gospel  labour  is  to  be  extended  to  the  party  by  the  Pre- 
parative and  Quarterly  meetings  of  ministers  and  elders,  before  the  case  can  regularly 
come  into  the  Monthly  meeting  for  discipline.  This,  we  believe,  has  been  the  uniform 
practice  of  the  society,  and  as  this  course  has  not  been  pursued  towards  us,  we  cannot 
bot  believe  that  our  christian  discipline,  as  well  as  the  long  established  usage  of  Friends^ 
have  been  violated  and  our  religious  rights  infringed.  We  therefore  respectfully  re- 
quest the  Monthly  meeting  to  annul  its  proceedings  in  the  case,  and  to  expunge  it  from 
the  minutes,  thus  they  will  release  us  from  the  unpleasant  duty  of  making  a  represen- 
tation of  our  case  to  a  superior  meeting. 

We  are  respectfully  your  friends, 

Maat  Tatlob, 
avh  scattxaqooo. 

Fhilcuklphia,  20th  of  Ninth-month,  1826. 

[L.] 

Notice  to  the  Monthly  Meeting, 

To  the  Monthly  Meeting  of  Friends  held  at  Green  street,  Philadelphia. 

Beficving  ourselves  aggrieved  by  the  judgment  of  the  Monthly  meeting  in  Eighth- 
month  last,  we  intend  appealing  tfierefrom  to  the  Quarterly  meeting,  and  request  a 
copy  of  your  minute  in  our  case. 

Mabt  Tatlgk, 
Ahn  Scattiroood. 
Philadelphia,  18/7*  of  Tinth-monih,  1826. 

[M.] 

Appeal  to  the  Quarterly  Meeting. 
To  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Friends  of  Philadelphia. 

"  Dbar  Frixvds, 

'*  Feeling  ourselves  aggrieved  by  the  conduct  of  the  Monthly  meeting  held  at  Qrecn 
itreet,  which  in  an  extraordinary  and  summary  manner  has  proceeded  against  us,  with- 
out ever  visiting  us,  or  really  knowing  any  thing  of  our  circumstance;  we  were  in- 
duced to  apply  to  them  for  that  relief,  which,  upon  an  impartial,  unprejudiced  con- 
uderation,  we  conceived  ought  to  be  granted.  But  they  continuing  to  disregard  our 
reasonable  solicitation,  we  are  constrained  for  the  cause  sake,  and  for  the  preservation 
of  the  order  and  discipline  established  among  us,  to  make  our  appeal  to  the  Quarterly 
tneetlngy  requesting  its  Attention  and  interference,  that  so  our  situation  may  be  duly 


\ 


InrettiKiled,  »i«l  liie  ju«t  rlgliti  of  Ihe  member*  mainUined  upon  tli»t  wliJ  b«o  ito 
bu  ever  dJsttngu'iilicd  our  religioua  sociEty. 

"  WJtli  sincere  rcEwJ  we  are  vourrrlenJs, 

Minx  T, 
Aa>  Scj 
Phibik^hia,  EUvmtk-Montk  Hh,  1896. 

[N.) 

JUinute  Cf pointing  a  CfmmUlu. 

«  At  ft  ftuarterly  meeting  held  in  PhMadelpIiU  the  sixth  aiul  tei-cnlh  6xj%  of  Eh- 
renth-inonth,  1836,  

"  A  communiotion  in  writing  received  from  SUry  Taylor  and  Ann  Soitergood  »• 
read,  in  which  they  st»te,  thnt  tliey  feel  lliemselveB  aggrieved  by  the  conduct  of  — 
■treet  Monthly  meeting,  in  the  manner  it  hit  proceeded  agsinst  them.  On  eoni--- 
tion,  Ihe  following  Friends  were  appointed  to  invesiigiitc  tbe  case.  iinJ  report  UA 
aense  to  our  ncil  Quarterly  meeting,  vlr:  Geori  a  WiHi»m«,  ThomM  P.  Cope,  IM 
Davia,  John  Paul,  Clisrles  Allen,  Jonattun  F.vana  Ellia  Yacnall,  Joseph  H.  Plul,IM 
W.  Uorris,  Samuel  Garriguea,  Ellis  Lee,  John  L  eaiiii  Jacob  Clayton."  « 

[O.] 

IlepoTi  of      m    (la. 

*'  At  a  Qaarterly  meeting  held  in  Phili  i  tbe  fiiUi  and  sixth  daji  ot  S<C«4 

month,  1827,  " 

"A  report  as  follows  was  read  and  c<  wilbj  the  clerk  is  directed  W  fa™ 

Green  street  Monthly  meeting  with  ■  co]  f,  and  of  Ihii  minute.     Samuel  Ml 

«iul  Edward  Randolph  were  appointed  I.  Mary  Taylor  and  Ana  Sextan™' 

Uiis  conclusion.  , 

"The  committee  appointed  on  the  lion  made  by  Jlaty  T«ylor  iDd  M 

Scatlergood,  having  heard  their  statemtm,  t*jii.nied  the  minutca  ofGreen  alreet  Monll, 
.  ly  meeting,  and  carefully  inspected  the  discipline  on  the  subject,  we  are  of  tbe  jndfr 
ment  that  the  proceedioga  of  that  Mondily  meeting,  in  the  eaacs  of  iboA  two  FTicB4 
hiTe  not  been  in  conformity  with  the  salutary  order  prescribed  by  the  rules  of  our  (St- 
cipline,  and  ought  therefore  to  be  simulled. 

(Signed,)  ]an.Ei.W.  Mubbib,  Imc  DiTi% 

Ellis  Lii,  Jod:<  Piui, 

,  Joan  Lii,  CuxBus  Alm*, 

JlCDH  ClIITOR,  J05J>TUJ1S  E>j>>S 

GlOBOI  WlT-UUiS,  EU.IH    riBSlU, 

Tuoui  p.  Core,  Josipk  H.  Pivi." 

EIrvenlh-month  i7lA,  1826. 

[PO 

Jlttnufa  of  Bueki  and  Aliington  Qwo-lerly  Meetings. 
"  At  Bucks  Quarterly  meeting  held  at  Wrightstown  the  22nd  of  Second-moi]^ 

"  Buckingham  Blonlhly  meeting  in  llicir  report  add,  that  tlicy  had  agreed  to  forward 
to  the  Quarterly  meeting  a  proposilion  to  lake  into  cansidcration  that  part  of  our<l«- 
cipline  relative  to  the  Heeling  fur  Suflerinp,  and  if  it  may  be  tliougbt  right  to  cantimie 
aaid  meeting,  that  the  appointment  of  its  member*  may  be  eicluiivcly  con6ned  la  Ibc 
Quarterly  meetings,  and  suhject  to  Iheir  removal.  And  alto  lo  take  into  coiuidcratiaa 
that  part  of  our  discipline  relative  to  the  appointment  of  elders,  in  order,  if  way  iliaaU 
open,  that  Monthly  meetings  shall  have  authority  to  remove  them  whenever  b  may  ap- 
pear their  lervice  in  that  station  has  ceased  lo  promote  the  best  intereata  of  •aciOf. 
And  afler  a  time  of  deliberation  Ihcreon,  and  the  expression  of  (he  acntimenla  of: 
Friends,  it  is  concluded  to  forward  the  subject  to  Ibc  Yearly  meeting  for  it* 
tion  and  judgment. 

"  Extracted  firom  the  minutes. 

•■Jon»  W4TSOF,  Ctr* 
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Abington  Quarterly  meeting  held  the  8th  of  Second-month,  1827. 

Abington  [Monthly  meeting]  in  their  report  further  add,  that  some  Friends  ex- 
pressing a  belief  that  a  benefit  would  be  derived  to  society  by  reconsidering  that  part 
of  our  discipline,  relative  to  the  appointment  of  elders  and  members  of  the  Meeting  for 
SuflTerings,  that  such  appointments  be  made  for  a  limited  time;  which  claiming  the  at- 
tention of  this  meeting,  and  some  time  being  spent  thereon,  is  was  agreed  to  forward 
the  same  to  the  Yearly  meeting  for  its  deliberation  and  decision. 

'<  Extracted  from  the  minutes  of  the  aforesaid  meeting. 

"  Asa  Walmslxt»  Clerk," 

[R] 

AfintUe  of  the  Quarterly  Meeting. 

"At  a  Quarterly  meeting. held  in  Philadelphia  the  sixth  and  seventh  daysof  tlie 
Eleventh-month,  1826. 

*'  Our  women  Friends  informed  us,  that  they  had  under  consideration  the  propriety  of 
appointing  a  committee  to  visit  some  of  the  Slonthly  meetings  constituting  this  Quar- 
terly meeting,  and  submitted  it  to  this  meeting,  in  order  that  if  united  with,  it  may  ap- 
point a  committee  to  unite  with  one  from  the  women's  meeting,  in  performing  the 
•ervice.  Af\er  some  time  passed  in  deliberation,  the  following  Friends  were  appointed 
tIz:  Jonathan  Evans,  Peter  Thompson. 
*  ••  Adjourned  to  9  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

**  About  the  time  adjourned  to,  Friends  again  assembled.  On  resuming  the  con- 
Meration  of  appointing  a  committee  to  visit  some  of  the  Monthly  meeting^  Henry 
Cope,  William  Wharton,  Thomas  Wistar  and  Samuel  Noble,  were  added  to  the  two 
ftiends  previously  appointed  on  the  committee. '* 

[S.] 
# 

Minute  tf  Green  street  Monthly  Meeting, 

**  At  a  Monthly  meeting  of  Friends  held  at  Green  street,  Philadelphia,  the  26th  of 
Fourth-month,  1827. 

**  The  subject  of  our  peculiarly  trying  situation,  as  reg^ards  the  connexion  that  now 
exists  between  the  Monthly  meeting  of  Friends  held  at  Green  street,  Philadelphia,  and 
Philadelphia  Quarterly  meeting,  of  which  we  are  a  constituent  branch,  being  brought 
into  view,  and  it  being  believed  that  more  harmony  will  be  produced  by  dissolving  said 
connexion,  and  forming  a  component  part  of  some  other  Quarterly  meeting  belonging 
to  our  Yearly  meeting;  it  was,  after  some  time  spent  thereon,  concluded,  to  dissolve  our 
connexiomwith  Philadelphia  Quarterly  meeting  as  a  constituent  branch  thereof,  and  it 
is  accordingly  hereby  dissolved.  Samuel  Williams  and  William  Stevenson  are  ap- 
pointed to  attend  Philadelphia  Quarterly  meeting  with  a  copy  of  this  minute,  in  order 
that  they  may  be  informed  thereof. 

"  Extracted  from  the  minutes. 

«  JosxpH  Wakksb,  Ckrk.** 

[T.] 

Ctmimiumeation  to  Philadelphia  QumrUrly  Meeting, 

To  the  Quarterly  Meeting  of  Friends  (^  Philadelphia. 

*<  The  undersigned,  members  of  Green  street  Monthly  meeting,  having  with  deep 
concern  noticed  the  late  unexampled  proceedings  of  our  meeting,  in  attempting  to 
dissolve  its  connexion  with  our  Quarterly  meeting,  and  proposing  to  attach  itself  to 
Abington  Quarterly  meeting;— against  these  unwarrantable  proceedings  a  number  of 


our  memliers  txpreised  tlieir  decideJ  Jisapprobation,  vrltliout  dTecl. 
believe  it  our  duty  to  represent  our  sltuatiun  to  the  Quarterly  meetlnc,  t 
our  chriitiaii  principles  an.l  the  disoipline  of  our  rcHeious  aocicly  wllltr 
and  vie  relieved  bom  tbc  punl'ul  tiluiUon  in  whicb  we  are  now  pUccd. 
friendfl." 

SlQIED  DI  IS  Uix  Fst 
PUladcfyhia,  Fifth-mmlh SIKIS'2T. 

[V.] 

Jieport  of  CammUItt  in  Ihc  QaarUriy  Muling. 

"  At  n  Quarterij  meelinB  held  in  PhiUdelpli!»  the  7th  day  of  rifih-month,  ISS 

"A  report  in  writing,  m  follows,  was  received  from  the  committee  appeal 

Eleventli-month  last,  to  visit  some  of  Uie  Monthly  mecUng*  within  the  limiu  <f  Ail   I 

Qpirterly  meeting,  viz: 

7b  the  Qaarlcrty  Mating. 

"  The  committee  «ppoinlcd  to  vl»it  the  Monthly  meetings  report,  tlwt  nwrly  ifl  t( 

our  number  have  attended  nil  tlie  Monthly  meetings  in  tlve  ciiy,  as  they  cime  in  csan^ 

since  oiir  appointment  to  this  service,  and  nllhough  ot  limes  ire  were  sciw'bl«rf4« 

need  of  more  weight  and  depth  in  the  sdmiiii  strati  on  of  the  christian  diH  * 

'    liliahed  among  m.  yet  it  was  cause  of  real  sstigfaction,  to  perceii-e  and  fee 

is  in  four  of  them  an  increase  of  fervent  concern  and  tmvnil  for  the  support  of  vorftlt. 
gious  principles  and  testimonies,  on  the  foundalion  of  pure,  unchangeable  irulb.  S 
of  us  >l>o  attended  the  Monthly  meeting  held  at  Itadnor,  and  from  the  sense  * 
clothed  our  minds  at  that  time  and  since,  we  are  of  the  judgment  that  the  low,  < 
itAte  of  that  meeting  requires  the  continued  close  attention  of  the  Quartertjr  mediH 
The  Monthly  meeting  lield  at  Green  street  has,  from  our  first  sttendinK  It,  beat* 
Bouree  of  painful  exercise  and  sorrow — the  want  of  solid  religious  qualification  to  no* 
KCt  the  business  consistently,  with  the  order  and  design,  which  in  tlie  inilltutHMi  sf4l 
church  of  Christ  is  oflen  felt  to  be  of  awful  responaibilitj,  has  been  lamcntabljrH* 
apicuous.  Upon  their  receiving  the  minute  of  ttie  Quarterly  meeting  innalliDf  A" 
proceedings  in  the  cases  of  Mary  Taylor  and  Ann  Scatlcrgood,  tliey  took  no  notKt< 
it  on  their  minutes,  and  much  contumely  and  severe  reflection  was  cast  on  the  <i)at- 
terly  mcetlngi  its  authority  denied,  and  open  declarations  made  of  their  own  indejK* 
dent  and  irresponsible  state,  and  a  verbal  nomination  was  then  made  of  a  numbs  rf 
their  members,  to  consider  what  might  be  eligible  for  tliem  (o  do  in  their  present  st' 

"At  the  next  ilonthly  meeting,  in  Tliird-month,  a  very  large  document,  conM^ 
of  several  alicetst  without  date  and  without  signature,  was  produced  and  read,  settit( 
forth,  under  the  fallicious  guise  of  a  declaration  of  grievances,  ■  great  many  high  MM 
reproachful  charges  against  the  Quarterly  meeting  fur  discipline  and  the  Quarterij 
meeting  of  ministers  ond  elders;  and  this  irregular,  unauthoriicd  instrument  wai,  witt 
out  being  recognised  on  minute,  placed  under  the  direction  of  three  of  llieir  menilit^ 
who  had  been  appointed  in  the  Quarterly  meeting  on  a,  special  occasion,  to  be  nn^ 
such  use  of  as  the  said  committee  might  think  proper.  We  endeavoured  (o  sho*  Ik 
impropriety  and  iiijuslice  of  such  proceedings,  and  that  the  Quarterly  meeting  mot 
certainly  to  know  what  had  been  preferred  against  il,  before  they  thus  cxliibiledl 
general  notice  a  tissue  of  indecorous  and  unfounded  accusations.  Our  labour  wo^lw^ 
ever,  not  only  disregarded,  but  we  treated  with  marked  contempt.  In  their  H  ""~ 
meeting  last  month,  the  clerk  stated  that  a  number  of  Friends  of  that  Monthly  ra 
had  held  a  meeting  lo  consider  the  present  state  of  that  meeting  in  relation  to  PMIi- 
delphia  Quarterly  meeting;  and  he  had  prepared  a  minute  in  conformity  with  whttte 
understood  to  be  the  conclusion  of  those  Friends.  It  was  queried  by  one  of  our  tHin- 
ber,  by  what  aulliority  a  minute  of  that  nature,  made  out  of  doors,  could  be  bnM^ 
into  and  urged  upon  the  meeting,  as  a  conclusion  of  the  Montlily  meeting:  ibeT  » 
clared  it  was  perfectly  in  order;  and  the  clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  said  pre-*** 
mined  anomalous  minute.  Having  no  copy  of  this  minute,  we  can  only  state  ' 
from  recollection,  viz;  in  considering  the  present  peculiar  situation  of  Gr. 
Monthly  ineeting,  and  believing  that  the  harmony  of  the  society  would  be  pro 
dissolving  the  connexion  of  this  meeting  with  Fhiladelphla  Quarterly  meeting 
stitucnt  bnincEi  thereof,  ami  attaching  Ihemsclvei  to  some  other  Quarterly  s| 
Philadelphia  Yearly  meeting,  after  n  time  of  deliberation,  it  was  conclihied  tl  ' 


4  htivhv  •iMtolvctli  ihil  f-^mt^  iViUlBma  aitil  WlHaMi  tRtitnvM 

Jtl.1    n.if,.llllll1li^    lill^.n,-l-|-,     111^111.1:,  «<ij    K.»ir  l,il'Tlt»!klM)r    lIlW 


Ibev  pInuwiL 
1  uiinutr  aiu- 


JWriitji  ill  vnl«r, 

_. ^ ,.    ^-Suatmil  lo  fttcttle  ■ 

_  or  tliitq^  Hue;  wOic  sddplvOi  tnil  un(^ 

ilikl  iliars  uu  iiu  mure  Imaliicio,  ilicy  uiiliilccM'  rrom  the 
c  nunihti'  uf  Valuable  Fnciuli,  oiin  couU  niit  ted  catj  (o 

,;ji  t..hJ..I  (,-.  Hi.-  -MUcvJun  rTilt  r;,;l,t  .,,.1,,-.  ,m>l  „riW 
■      -r  lilt 


tv-i 


leb  ant  bmH  bboar  u  nuy  be  requMite,  nc:  TiMiim  Sim 
«■■!  Mill  iliey  we  dMlml  in  inrarm  tA«  meaiban  <>r  Unicn  nivmi  oh 
'Himi,  *»d  ro  uiiu«*t  that  Uwjr  will  deliver  to  ilNm  tile  bonk*  aMditi 


Jtfimifc  appHinling  a  mfrniiiHif  ^inform  the  QaoHah  SSttUng  ofMiaglan  rfm 


PrienJa  to  prnpuie  tn  Abinrten  UuiirteTl)'  nceling'  tii^it  Ir 
pari  uf  lliat  iDccIin^,  tlio  rullowint*  FrtcnOl  WcM  appai^i . 
meeting,  lu  infbrm  it  tliat  tliii  mectinif  cunaidcra  llio  mnntx 
Ki  iinitcT  iu  jtjrlulicliun  niiil  care,  uvX  h»x  iirc«rtlingly  il'm 
uid  hu  unilvj  tliR  nifnilicrR  or  >(  tu  '  tti«  Monlhly  mccti- 


'tiftiiJt  ot  rliUjklclaa 


.iriK  of  f. 
tor  Uia  Dorlhem  diitrlci,'  vii;  Jotepti  H.  Ptia\,  Umc  LI»]xI|  John  F*ul,  Md  i 
Lew'i." 


%  QuAncrlj  niutina  held  in  PhiladelpUU  ihc  bill,  aiul  br  ailjuanimtnt  i 
^orHislith-mimili.  1)^7. 

■<  A  report  in  vriiiiig  ii  fuUow^^  wu  received  «nd  rend,  vi*  i 

•■'llic  coimnictec oppoifiUU  tnaticntl  Abington  (jiiirMTWitbilieini<iiitonbi'*ei* 
Oreen  sWeot  Jlunthly  mrdiof,  »gtw  Ka  fcptirt,  Itiit  in  purtuaiic*  of  wir  appoi"iiiit=. 
«e  attendee)  tbe  Uuwteriy  meeiiDK  or Abingtont  ftiul  upoa  the  naiTiij;  'i  : -■-  .i'pi  ' 
tidn  ttatn  Cicen  Htreet,  ptvienled  il>e  minute  with  wlt'ieh  we  were  ti  i 
nmnit«  WM  K*d,  titit  iraC  naliccil,  IhNt  tv«  euuld  diacovefi  on  the  minu'i    i 
quarteF.    The  commiliee  entered  into  iitich  explinalion* u  tlie  Ditur'L 
the  Antics  of  ttieii'  appoinlmenl  Hppcarcil  In  require  i  iiolwitlisUkndiniT  ' 
w*K  mule  \iy  ■  FrieiW,  who  wm  CiJied  lo  Uie  labtc  for  the  purpotc,  •:,-. 
■ecepiAooe  or  thu  Montlity  meeting  uf  Green  ilrcet  m  *  eomponent  p  •  ■ 
ter,  the  rceuhr  clerk  deoiinbK  to  malcc  luch  ■  minute.     The  appli)- 
■treet  WM  then  unl  Into  Iho  wnmcii'i  loeelinp,  but  wit  hunt  the  minu'i-    <  i 
Quarter!  wliil  WMdone  by  women  Friend*  ne  were  not  DfTiciaUy  infamicl,  ai  no  i>v 
u^  WM  received  front  tlicmiubKiiiiedttO  tlio  delivery  of  the  appUcallciD  bamGctM 

Kkdcb  l.twi*. 


JfMtra  U.  Ttiiv." 


Bigla/i-m«itfh7th,  lS3r. 


ttrport  0/ Cor. 


"The  following  report  from  the  committee  appointed  to  the  icnrlce,  iFure*d,tal 
the  committee  ib  continued  to  eive  such  further  attenlion  as  sliall  appear  neccaaiT.  fir 

■"The  committee  appointed  lo  inform  the  members  of  Green  Meet  mcctioc  (■  tt^' 
conclusion  of  the  Quarterly  meeting,  and  to  request  tlicm  lo  deliver  ttie  beau  Hi 

nicn  of  that  meetings,  find  attu  to  unite  with  and  nuAit  llic  Uoiitlily  meeting  uf  nflfi 
phla  ht  the  northern  district  in  extending  luch  care  and  labour  ai  tnicbt  be  imii 
■ite,  report,  that  aoonaner  our  appointment,  moat  of  our  number  attcnJeiF  the  mecaitf 
at  Green  alreet.  and  informed  tlie  members  thereof  of  lUe  concliiiiun  -tf  the  QuartttQ 
meeting  in  reipcct  to  that  meeling,  and  requested  the  deliver}'  of  Ibe  buuki  and  paMIM 
they  alao  r«que%tcd  tho  Friend  wlio  had  acted  »»  clerk  to  deliver  the  btxiluanil 
in  hit  pocMuion  to  Ihecummilteei  wliich  he  declined  doing.    It  appeared  m 


w  aaj,   i^rmu  t).    smi 


t  uf  Jotrfilt  IVhilaU;  prvdiutd  [i{i  Tkon'ot  Kram, 


Rlnrtlunileil  tlic  litl  Ycmly  mcrtinj;  »t  flow  Torlc,  llield  PilMi-munth,  1622,]  I 
^fjln  nicki  ilccUre  in  public  tvulimony,  in  >  lar^  meeting  M  liie  nortb  liotiMt 
;jBniKptiwi!i'  iliat  madoChritt  Bcliriitian  muit  make  ua  cliriiiiana.  »nd  ltia«Mne 
if  tint  uTCi!  ttim  ■>■■«  mv«  ua.''  Il«in^  wiy  unvMy  wllh  il>i«  iluctrino,  t  look  > 
VtXic  QjipLirluri'ily  to  lUle  1o  liioi  my  unctuinei*.  I  informed  bim,  Ui«t  liir  mcnl 
W«  Kpwii  trad  been  in  otrculitlan  unAtvnurable  to  him,  «nd  lliat  nn  tboK  occuimi* 
IUil«lnHLeatcdhi*«h>r«etBr,  trttn  ab«licl'(b*t  ha  mu«t  hftroberniniiiiindcndaodiiln- 
triri  iviiM  n  picue  ill  writing'  mid  to  be  from  biii  peni  in  whiBli  li»  wlie4 
I'l.  that  bo  wu  onlf  the  SuTionr  of  the  Jetrti  Bnd  that  ha  wu 
I  til nr  the  baiiiiimof  Juhn,*nillbBd«>ccntof1hcllDl)r  (ihiMt. 
iriy  objeolioniuunscvipmral.butbe  juitMcdtbeiii.  Heaiw 

<  j  it  J  maticr  of  tho  i^cciiut  encauT«iremeiit  to  bulieve  tliat 
^1  \t  \\o  WHS  ftny  thing  muTff,  it vrwM  dcilroy  tha tt- 

^h-^\  lie  had  not  until  Utterlime,  beld  uf>  thn  iloo- 

I  i:e  othrr  men.     When  I  qiuiled  the  tcilimtjuy  of" 

I  uiok  "OnVIXHidituriutniTiomtble.  t  o^rot- 

.<  '.l!  in  preachins  tlicie  doclrinct,  to  contrary  tii  the 

<  nici  of  cur  afleicDt  Pr!cndii,it  WDuld  prmluee  one  of  Ilia 
'■'■  ■  vcrfaippened.     lloall^wi^lit  wiwMpmtuecaaehitcn,  hut 

'  ''  h<  buhcvpd  hi*  duclrinc  mint  and  wiiuld  prsrail.  Seel*V 
U  ill  >nitini«nt  on  thetc  pniiila,  I  propaniul  tu  bim  lo  bafo  v 
I'niii.  iiiiiiKicn  and  elder*,  convened,  thnt  a  dlteuulun  tniitUi  Ue  had,  bit 
n  wuntii  iu»  ctuiaent  ilitirrtu,  Myinff  lie  wMt  to  cnn6rmed  in  liia  tenlnnciiti,  thai  lie 
•liMilil  penevere  Uiercio  let  Ibe  cuiweijuencei  be  what  they  might. 

(Signed,)  Jaiun  Wiotalb. 


pl||p3M.  Kt^tilut  fKt.  malfnftMofEeni  Camfort  and  iutiah  Bel/,  (^Ihthnpuigf  atml 
iy  Etiat  ttifk*  allUi  mttihem  tjhuHcri  ptoda^xd  hi)  'ftoiaai  ICikini. 


fe^lil.e  itotjTeJ  ^sp^ritiilidn.    The  Jrtu 


Mint  of  Old  In  httn,  ftould  an-ir"  »l  M  grwit  vt  gnutcr  •Jeereea  of  rigtileouvneM,  tliMi 
;  Juip  ChfiM  didi"  llim  eMkaroared  Id  |)idv  liuir,  by  f^]{titeuvi«  acb,  man  «m  <■■  ar. 


-19S 

lirtrt  ill  Ait  being  intuieent  tni  (iM  beHtj  rig1it«<M»  Thtn  uU, ' 
thoufihttt  not  Ti>!iti«(7  iu  be  equal  vlth  Goil.  ncMber  dDlUinkit 
be  «(i<in  whb  Gnit."  Tlicn  ■ndtsvouKil  tu  riaam,  lh»«br«ttrn4ir 
<iit  lit'  the  mountDln  wiibnut  hnndi,  w  the  *ec<l  in  >i>*n,  it  woulil  ns 
'   (ioilt  tar  UiAt  Muna  in  tutu,  lit  Ml<V  <rH  lUa  entire  imL" 


S.1 


rvpnn*  itllivr.,1 
of  our  ilitcijilii' 
and  M  ttme  ci 


ttUiA 


ItrMBiitrarto  my  other,  ibrcri 

of  lh*«}Hh>g»of  oor  lMtVearlym«etInp|',!i3 

inif  i!i«ci)vcrcd  fir  iiollceJ  any  such  lliitig 
indiviiliinl  bns  m enl ion ril  nny  such  things 
v*1iixb)e  Friends,  (who  hnd  heard 


■noutidnem  inpfino-.p! 
in  iinfrirTidly  muiTi.-i 
:i  Mated  in  ■  teller  I'r- 
iTi Cwbeln FT  found e<l  <r 
thenti  snd  M  I  do  nn 

myohKrgcS'U  beingoi  . 
—  •  —nf  my  fellow  It 

contrnry  IhcrcU',  many  of  oiit  i 
.  ,  lul  peporiB  fimi  prnmtitcvleJ  ^ 

iniUvidiml  in  our  cilyt}  ncknowledged  the  great  latiiraction  they  had  witb  mjr  aett 
and  cxercije  in  the  courie  or  that  meeting,  and  were  fully  coiirinccil  thai  sD  it 
reports  were  rsUct  »nd  this  view  is  fully  confirmed  by  a  certiBculc  j^ranled  me  kj 
Mi>nlhty  «nd  Qunricrly  meeting^  of  which  I  un  nmcmbcf,  in  whicll  Ibv^MptcMll 
full  unity  with  me,  and  whicli  mcetinga  were  held  a  coniidcrabie  ttTn<?  after  nur  V< 
meciinKi.in  the  cuurac  of  which,  Juaeph  IVhilall  hag  preaiimeJ  to  cbar^  ige  «ilh 
fCnndnen  of  dociriite,  eonlrxry  to  the  seme  uf  the  Tesriy,  Quartn'ly,  btii}  Hn«Oil|f  « 
inga,  of  whit^i  I  am  a  member,  and  to  whom  only  I  hold  tnyaelf  umenaMr  ri-riaetai 
iranHDCIed  within  their  llrnita.    The  other  chargea  agiiinM  me,  tnfcl.-  (.1 
in  cKprcMedin  your  lellcr,  are  in  the  gei>ePal  incorreot,  mih  [inwu  . 
eerilfieate-     And;  nmreurcr,  as  P. ^ ha  has  departed  from  gospel  oKltr.  ,-. 
Iiiauntoiln&stotne,  when  prei^t  with  me,  and  when  t  could  h*v«  api  1 
of  that  meeting  to  have  juitified  me,  therefore  1  consider  K»;ra  Cum  fort  1,1  t,a.<:a: 
ill»orderly  and  contmrj'  to  diiciptine,  and  thcie  are  the  reaaons  which   ifidue^  to< 
refine  a  comptianee  with  your  reijulsitions,  aa  conalderiny  Ihem  irbllnirT-  ami  e^ 
to  the  e>tahl(»hed  order  of  out  lociely." 

"    ,  (Signed.)  Ki..*.  nit«i 


Howhtii;  proAitea  1)1  fJiOnuu  Eva-rv.  — 


•  We,  the  IJiidvralzncd.  being  occationally  in  the  city  of  Pbiladeiphtnv  wbl .. 
WU  produced  andliandcd  Inua,  aliened  hj  Kn  cf  the  citlffent.  rMen  (irihe'4 
Prifnili,  and  ifiiwetcd  lo  gUaa  lliek*,  after  peru»rng  am)  deh'itrah'^  eonii' 
eharsra  mail*  therein  Rgainal^hini,  for  holding  and  propigiling  docliinei  M 


m  •thorn  It  may  conetn,  that  wc  Bp{>rcheiul  (he  chugca  exhibited  by  the  two 
-''  — Qctl  arQWithuut  lubtlanluilfDUnUBtion:  uidln  order  to  kitc  adettrvitw,  wa 
t  and  pruper  here  to  trMDcribe  ti)e  iftid  charges  exhibited  and  vur  untbt' 
gtdlhcaiftivenJlj,  vii:— "'niat  Jiimiii  Christ  was  the  first  man  thst  mlroiluecJ 
«|i«litiilisn»tinn:  tin  Jews  being  under  ui  oulwanl  ceremMiial  lav  or  di*p«DM> 
'  raa  ii«c«aury  there  ihnuld  be  tome  outward  miTaclcg,  an  he;iliRG;  tlie  <Hitw*nl 
»  t>r(he  fleih,  uid  catsln^  the  outward  dead  bodic*.  in  order  to  introduce  the 
PlilIipenMtinni"  ihU  in  substance  ig  correct!—"  That  he  had  no  more  powtr given 
|but  mm),  for  be  wu  no  mom  than  mani"  this  sentence  ia  incorrect,  si  alto  that 
bid  nothing  to  Jn  with  ha»1ing  the  aoul,  Tor  that  belonged  to  Gad  only,"  ia  liheiriM 
.__.TCeli— aniflhe  next  tcnte  nee,  that  "EUBhttuIio  liad  themme  power  to  raiM  the 
idmI,'*ahouIi)  he  trtnipoaed  ihu*,  to  give  his  expretmon,  "  by  the  same  power  it  wa* 
that  Btiahaniieil  the  iknd."  "ThM  man  by  being  obedient  to  the  tpirit  of  God  in  blm, 
cDuM  vt'itt  at  Jj  great  or  greater jlegree*  of  riahteousneis  than  Jenia  Chri«i,"  thin  ii 
Inconrct.  "  Tint  Je»m  (:Uri«t  thnitght  it  not  robbery  to  he  equal  with  God,"  wKh  »ii- 
Wvi>g  the  other  part  at  th«  paratcnph  mentioned  by  the  holy  apoatle,  would  be  cor- 
f*Ci>  "  NeUlirr  do  I  think  it  rubbery  for  man  to  be  eiiual  with  Uod,"  la  incomct- 
*'  Then  endeavmirins  to  ahow  that  bv  attending  to  that  stone  that  waa  «ut  out  of  the 
tDOuntxin  without  haniK  o'  the  mc^  in  inan,  it  would  make  him  c<liial  with  God,"i* 
tneonvct.  Tl.c  aenlenco.  "  Tor  tliat  «lone  in  man  woe  the  entire  God."'  ahould  atknd 
tlMU,  "Ibiil  thitaUoie  or  leedlo  man.  had  all  the  attributes  of  thedivina  nature  that 
~WM  in  Cliritt  anil  noiL"  Thi*  natcment  and  few  neceuary  remarka.  we  make  without 
OMIMnent,  aave  cmly  tluat  wi  were  then  of  opinion  nnd  still  arc,  that  the  aentlmenia  and  * 
ilaatrifMW  hebi  fnrth  bjr  our  nid  friend,  Elioi  Ilicka,  were  agrccnbte  to  the  oninlnna  and 
■toctrinea  held  forth  by  George  Fox,  and  mir  other  worthy  prfdecesBor*  of  liii  tjme- 
(Signed,)  ItouxuT  Mooas, 

.lastly  1'ruiiB, 
JllHRHR  C-  Rovti^D. 


At  tlHi  Wettein  Muarterly  mcelinR  of  Ftlcnda,  held  at  London  Grave  the  30l]i  day 


ply 


It  of  the  itBte  of  Ilcnplicid  nieetbgf  liaih  been  had 
>  ittutod.  and  ttiougli  W9  UQilenitand  that  Friend*  belongs 
.illy  vliitcd  by  appointment  of  Sadibury  Monllily  meolin)f, 
:ill  appcari;  whcrcfofo  that  Monthly  meeting  doth  nuw  re- 
r-ciiog,  which  ia  given  thui<— That  they  tiny  tliosn  Priend** 
I  i^c,  and  inform  Itiem,  tliat  unlet)  they,  fur  ih a  future,  com- 
ii'iti^r  Quarterly  meeting  formerly  given  them,  nnd  return  a 
1  ilF:  of  their  meeting  to  the  Monthly  meetinRof  SjMlHbury. 
UTmhlD  with  (:rioi.I  order,  the  caac  muM  come  under  thia  mceting^a  notice,  and 
(Mdabsi;  Monthly  meeting  ia  to]  make  report  nf  their  eare  to  next  Uuarterly  meet- 
,"C-" 

mh  of  Bhia\ih-mmlK  17». 
••  SadibuT}'  Monthly  meeting  rcnort  they  have  paid  a  viiit  to  tlie  Priendt  of  Itemp- 
Add.  ae«<Dtling  to  direction,  and  that  the  caac  i«  nt  pr(«cnt  iindrr  their  earri  and  they 
■re  (Icaiivd  lo  antwcr  ihcrcto  at  next  Quarter." 

XWi  itf  Sieond-iaant\,  1760. 

<■  9adtLiiiry  Mwilhly  meeting  mcfitions  Ihal  purauant  to  the  direction)  of  iJiJa  m^t- 

IniTi  tliey  lukieiiut  hrco  unmindriil  of  viaitin^  the  Friend*  at  lie inp field,  which  ha*  not 

Iwl  tiMt  itetired  efTeet.     Thii  mcelinj;,  on  delilierxtion  of  their  Eirciunstitiic^  dnlb 

It  prudent  to  t*t\  il  under  the  conudcratiati  of  Prienda,  till  next  Qiutiter, 


hfBC  «hlUrlrectUi«  care  which  hM  already  been  tak«ninav  have,  ind  John  RbuKll- 
\  IHA  ThumM  tiarhlaii  and  AiUm  Ridd,  and  WiUiaai  l.nwii»  li«ve  a'igiiifird  *  --  '  ■  - 


thtt- 


Ktk  of  F^JtH-mmtth,  1760, 


I  or  rietii 

^«lli([  BPcoiiriIi,l,lp  1,>  Wa,ljl>iii-y  Monllily  msdlri^-,  ii  ■  . 

llie  i>ri»ilFg«  of  huUtmg  t  meeliiiBfor  worsliip,  bui  cm: 

lany  other  nnawer,  llwn  that  they  iledcvd  to  hold  i' 

FwouM  by  no  meanB  cmne  under  kny  nblinlion  to  ni^: 

meeting,  how  the  »me  wa»  kept  up  ami  «(lenile<l,  t^r  unw  n>ie 

Bmang  ih«in,-^be  wliich  it  tubmitted,  be.  thi*  33nd  of  i^'ourilt-m 

JWif  C 

AntM  It 
"Which  heing  read  here  and  eoiuidercd,  thii  meeting  ilolh  uou 

it  be  lield  to  tlie  reputation  ot"  trulb  among  there  « 

n  this  diiordeTly  dinpuitioii,  after  ta  much  Icnderncis  and  caM  BMAU 
^lli  by  this  and  the  Quarterly  meeting  at  Concord  fur  so  nliny  f~ 
Mint  Swithin  Chandler,  William  Lewis,  Joliii  Smith,  Irau  JaoKKX 
frhomu  Pimm  and  Caleb  Kirk,  (□  inform  tlicm  thereof,  and  to  let  lb 
It  Ihey  continue  M  obstinate  after  this  as  to  hold  n 

~  I,  they  will  end*n|reT  their  rif(ht  to  membenhip,  and~ubliB«  Vtte 
o  disown  (ucli  of  them  as  endeatour  to  upliotd  a  conMet  |0  tt. 
t  with  our  principles,  and  make  report  in  writing  to  our  nil'  ~ 

ISth  iif  EigMk-monlh,  1700. 

The  committee  on  the  alFalr  of  Il«mpfield  m«de  Iho  following  « 
lubscribers,  according  to  sppoinlment,  visited  tlie  Frienda  of  Hempnt 
ippnnunily  with  them  ai  their  respective  dwclllngii  lyid  ihe  Quan«rlj 
'-  le  to  them,  and  *i>«r  deliberating  thereon,  some  oruiutn, 

complying  with  the  advice  of  Fnends,  others  not  \h-  • 
on,  we  believe,  they  cannot  hold  s  meeting  to  the  r  ■ 
ftencliti  sitrned  by  five  of  the  commillee,  theflrat  and  i 
*•  ■-      ■■    -      --'■-'- iileftforaproofofllieirfiiiui. J 

o  aadsbury  Monthly  mcetinB.  ' 

ir/A  «f  Elamlh-monlh,  irfiC 

the  report  from  which 

l4(/i  of  Stamd-monlh,  1761. 

"  The  cue  of  Ilempficld  U  referred  for  consldention  till  next 

lBlhofFiflk'monlh.i-6i. 

"  At  there  Ii  no  report  from  Salisbury  Monthly  meeting  co 
taempGeld.  it  is  siill  continued." 

ITIh  of  Eightk-manlk,  1761. 

.  "  Sidibury  Monthly  meeting  alan  signiRes,  ih«t  b^  a  repurl  of  ■     . 
Die  Friends  of  HemphcUl  do  continue  to  hold  meeting*  on  Pjnt-diyi,  -m 
any  accuimt  of  ilic  statu  of  them,  wherefore  it  ia  recommended  la.'l 

3-  to  ded  in  a  prudent  and  regular  msnr.er  will)  such  of  Ihifn  tu 
erl)',  obslinite  or  wrong  dispoiitlon." 
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38S-9.    Exhibit  No.  8-t,     Statement  of  numbers  of  tfie  respectice  parties;  produced 

by  Tliomaa  EiHtns. 

ment  of  the  relative  number  of  Friends  and  Ilicksites  in  the  following  Quarterly 

Meeting^. 

delphia  Quarterly  meeting*  with  the  exception  of  Exeter,  which 
i  not  yet  been  heard  from,  and  where  the  members  are  not  very 

equal Friends  3317 

Hicksites  2ii77 

Quarterly  meeting Friends  95'J 

Ilicksites  702 

ngton  Quarterly  meeting Friends  1  i:s8 

Ilicksites  9.^7 

Idonfield  Quarterly  meeting Friends  1097 

Ilicksites  644 

n  Quarterly  meeting Friends  434 

Ilicksites     1140 

sesbury  and  Rahway  Quarter Friends  '!' >.» 

Ilicksites  614 

Neutrals  i  t 

In  HaddoDfield  Quarter  there  arc  \7  umlccidcd  por^.>ns  not  iiu-Iudcd  in  the  above  list. 


List  of  all  the  Exhibits  marred  and  certified  by  the  Master  in 

this  oausb. 


1 .  On  the  part  of  the  Complainant^  viz  : 

A.  Six  Queries  and  answers  of  Elias  Hicks. 

B.  Overture  for  amicable  settlement. 

C.  Statement  of  facts,  8cc. 

D.  Extracts  from  minutes  of  Yearly  meeting;  1761. 
£.  Address  to  Friends,  &c.  10  pages. 

F.  Epistle  to  Friends,  &c.  12  pages. 

G.  Extracts  from  Yearly  meeting's  minutes,  10  pages. 
H.  Epistle  from  the  Yearly  meeting.  Sec.  10  pages. 

I.  Extracts  from  minutes,  8cc.  7  pages. 

J.  Epistle  from  Yearly  meeting,  Sec.  6  pages. 

K.  Extracts  from  minutes  of  Yearly  meeting,  1 2  pages. 

L.  Epistle  from  Yearly  Meeting,  Sec.  1 1  pages. 

M.  Extracts  from  minutes  of  Yearly  meeting,  1830^  12  pages. 

N.  Minute  of  Salem  Quarterly  meeting. 

O.  Epistle  of  New  York  Yearly  meeting,  1828. 

P.  Epistle  and  extracts  of  Baltimore  Yearly  meeting,  1828. 

Q.  Cockbum's  Review. 

R.  Gough's  History,  vol.  iii. 

S.  Letter^-— elders  to  Ann  Jones. 

T.  Census  of  members. 

U.  Minute  of  Darby  Monthly  meeting. 

V.  Exposition  of  modem  scepticism. 

W.  Overture  to  trustees  of  Ancocus  school. 

X.  Statement  of  numbers  of  New  York  Yearly  meeting. 

Y.  Minute  of  New  York  Meeting  for  Sufferings. 

Z.  Statement  from  New  York  Yearly  meeting. 

A  .2.  Circular  from  the  funeral  committee. 

B  2.  Report  of  New  York  Monthly  meeting's  committee. 

C  2.  Proceedings  of  the  Quarterly  meeting. 

D  2.  List  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  meeting. 

E  2.  Minutes  of  do. 

F  2.        Do.  do. 

G  2.        Do.  do. 

H  2.        Do.  do. 

I  2.  Do.  do. 

K  2.  List  of  original  subscribers  to  school  fund. 

L  2.  Minutes  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  meeting. 

M  2.  Minutes  of  Burlington  Quarterly  meeting. 

N  2.  List  of  Chesterfield  Preparative  meeting. 

O  2.  Records  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  meeting. 

P  2.       Do.  do. 

Q  2.       Do.  do. 

R  2.  Minutes  relative  to  the  establishment  of  the  Yearly  meeting  of 

I      Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  &c. 
S  2.  Discipline  of  1797. 
Vol.  IL^63 


2.    On  Ihe  part  of  Ihe  Defindanli. 

'Jo.  1.  Subscription  to  school  fund. 
3  and  3.  Bond  and  mortgage. 

4.  Barclay's  Catechism  and  Confession  of  Fatlh. 

5.  Do.       Apologjf. 

6.  Evans'  Exposition. 

7.  Barclay's  Anarchy  of  the  Ranters. 

8.  Green  street  Address. 

9.  Second  do. 

10.  Third  do. 

1 1.  Minute  of  London  Yearly  meeting. 

12.  Extracts  (called  the  rreerf.) 

1 3.  Discipline  of  Philadelphia  Yearly  mcetinB- 

14.  Proud's  History  of  Pennsylvania. 

15.  Letter  from  Eliaa  Hicks  to  PhebcWillia.  ' 
tfi.  Second  do. 

17.  Letter  from  Elias  Hicks  to  Thomas  Willis. 

18.  Testimony  concerning  Elias  Hicks  deceased. 

19.  Celestial  Magnet. 

20  and  21.  Fox's  Journal,  3  vols. 

22.  Essay  of  Thomas  Willis  and  others. 

22.  Sermons  of  Edward  and  Eliaa  Hicks,  1835. 

24.  Hicks'  Sermons,  1  vol. 

25.  The  Quaker,  vol.  I. 

26.  Do.  vol.  2, 

27.  Do.,  vol.3. 

28.  Do.*  vol.  4. 

29  and  30.  Fox's  Journal  (twice  marked.) 
31.  Testimony  of  disownment  of  Elias  Hicks. 
33.   Records  of  Burlington  Quarterly  meeting. 

33.  Do.  do. 

34.  Sevfcll's  History,  vol.  I. 

35.  Do.  vol.  2. 

36.  Testimony  of  Society  of  Friends, 

37.  Copy  of  a  letter  of  Elias  Hicks  to  Dr.  N.  Shoemaker. 
3B.   Chesterfield  Monthly  meeting  records. 

39.  Records  of  Burlington  Quarterly  meeting,  vol.  T. 

40.  Letter  from  H.  Jackson  to  a  Friend  in  Ohio. 

41.  Statement  submitted  to  counsellor  Binney. 

42.  Epistle  of  Philadelphia  Meeting  for  Sufferings. 

43.  Declaration  of  the  Yearly  Meeting,  &c. 

44.  Testimony  and  epistle  of  advice. 

44.  Epistle  and  testimony  from  Yearly  meeting  of  New  York,  1 828. 
44i.  Remonstrance  of  Thomas  Hauxhurst  and  others. 

45.  Discipline  of  New  York  Yearly  meeting. 

46.  Copy  of  minute  of  the  Meeting  for  Sufferings. 

47.  Report  of  committee. 

48.  Minute  appointing  a  committee  in  the  meeting  of  ministers  am 

elders. 

49.  50,  51,  52.  Records  of  Chesterfield  Monthly  meeting  prior  I 

1797. 
S3.  Account  book  of  Chesterfield  school  fund. 
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54.  Minute  of  Meeting  for  Sufferings. 

55.  Letter  of  elders  to  Elias  Hicks. 

56.  Second  do. 

57.  Minute  of  Preparative  meeting. 

58.  Report  of  committee. 

59.  Minutes  of  Quarterly  meeting. 

60.  Leonard  Snowdon's  appeal. 

61.  Minutes  of  the  Quarterly  meeting. 

62.  Minute  of  the  Yearly  meeting. 

63.  Report  of  committee. 

64.  Remonstrance  of  M.  Taylor  and  Ann  Scattergood. 

65.  Notice  of  intention  to  appeal. 

66.  Address  to  the  Quarterly  meeting. 

67.  Minute  of  appointment  of  a  committee. 

68.  Report  of  the  committee. 

69  and  70.  Minutes  of  Bucks  and  Abington  Quarterly  meetings. 

71.  Minute  of  Philadelphia  Quarterly  Meeting. 

72.  Minute  of  Green  street  Monthly  meeting. 

73.  Request  of  certain  members  to  Philadelphia  Quarterly  meeting. 

74.  Report  of  committee  of  Fifth-month,  1827. 

75.  Minute  laying  down  Green  street  Monthly  meeting. 

76.  Minute  appointing  a  committee. 

77.  Report  of  the  committee. 

78.  Report  of  committee  to  obtain  the  books  and  papers,  8cc. 

79.  80,  81,  82.  Correspondence  between  the  elders  of  Philadelphia 

and  Elias  Hicks. 

83.  Minutes  of  western  Quarterly  meeting. 

84.  Statement  by  Thomas  Evans,  of  the  relative  nunibers  within  the 

limits  of  Philadelphia  Yearly  meeting. 


♦  * 
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